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Attachment 1: Program Narrative

1. Structure and Function of Juvenile Justice System TC "Structure and Function of Juvenile Justice System" \f C \l "1" 
In Maine, juveniles entering the justice system are processed in District Courts that operate as Juvenile Courts. Maine has approximately 134 local police departments, plus 16 county sheriffs' departments and the Maine State Police. According to the Maine Juvenile Code, juvenile offenders arrested by any of these agencies may not be detained without the prior approval of a juvenile caseworker. Caseworkers are under the jurisdiction of the State Department of Corrections. 

Maine has two secure facilities for juvenile offenders, the Long Creek Youth Development Facility in southern Maine, and the Mountain View Youth Development Facility in the north. The Long Creek facility and its programs were completely redesigned in response to significant public criticism of the system in the early 1990s. Mountain View opened in January 1998, and the State of Maine has since taken over full responsibility for the detention of juveniles.

The Formula Grants Program in the State is administered by the Juvenile Justice Advisory Group (JJAG). The Maine Department of Corrections (MDOC) is its fiscal and administrative agent. The JJAG is tasked with helping to build the capacity of the entire juvenile justice system, including government agencies in the system (law enforcement, courts, corrections) and the non-profits that provide programming to juveniles at risk of offending or re-offending. 

In 2007 Maine had 279,467 children under the age of 18. Of that number 51% were boys and 49% were girls. One third of those children live at or below 200% of the Federal Poverty Level. (See Appendix I for data.)

State and municipal police and county sheriffs enforce Maine's laws.  All have general law enforcement duties, with county and state police sharing responsibility for Maine’s large rural areas.

Maine has thirty-six municipal police departments with lockups, and twelve of the sixteen counties have jails that might hold juveniles for varying limited periods of time. There are three court holding facilities that may hold juveniles. The MDOC has responsibility for all juvenile detention, and operates the two juvenile facilities, both of which hold both detained and committed juveniles.  Long Creek Youth Development Center is in the southern part of the state (South Portland), with an operating design capacity of 163 beds, 30 of which constitute detention space. Mountain View Youth Development Center in Charleston (central part of the state and serving northern Maine) has a design capacity of 140 with a 30-bed detention unit.  

The Penobscot Nation, the Passamaquoddy Tribe’s two reservations and the Houlton Band of the Maliseet Indians each have the authority within their territories to enforce all laws of the State. Law enforcement officers appointed by the tribes possess the same powers and are subject to the same duties as other corresponding law enforcement officers (Maine Title 30 Sec. §6210).

By Maine statute (Title 30 Sec. §6204) all Indians, Indian nations, tribes and bands of Indians are subject to the laws of the State and to the civil and criminal jurisdiction of the courts of the State. 

Criminal offenses for which the maximum potential term of imprisonment is less than one year and the maximum potential fine does not exceed $5000 and that are committed on the reservation by a tribal member, except when committed against a person who is not of either tribe or the property of a person who is not a member of either tribe may be heard in a tribal court.

The Passamaquoddy courts and the Penobscot Nation court have exclusive jurisdiction over criminal offenses for juvenile crimes against a person or property involving conduct that, if committed by an adult, would fall within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Tribe under the above paragraph and juvenile crimes as listed in Title 15 Sec. §3103 if committed by a juvenile member of the tribe on the reservation (Title 30 Sec. §6209).

The Division of Juvenile Services works closely with the Penobscot Nation, the Passamaquoddy Tribe and the Houlton Band of Maliseets in meeting the needs of tribal juveniles in the State system; however data on juveniles in Indian Country is not shared.

When juveniles are arrested for allegedly committing a delinquent act and  continued detention is requested by the law enforcement agency, the case is immediately referred to a Juvenile Community Corrections Officer (JCCO) who must determine whether or not detention is warranted, and if not, the JCCO may order conditional or unconditional release.  The Maine Juvenile Code states; “Detention, if ordered, must be in the least restrictive residential setting that will serve the purposes of the Maine Juvenile Code...”  If the juvenile is detained, the official who ordered detention “shall petition the Juvenile Court for a review of the detention in time for the detention hearing to take place within 48 hours following the detention…”

Subsequent to a preliminary investigation, the JCCO might decide that ongoing supervision is not required either in the interests of the public or of the juvenile, or that both will best be served by providing services voluntarily accepted by the juvenile.  In that case, the JCCO might not request that a petition be filed.  Informal adjustment or a sole sanction, such as restitution and/or community service, might be found appropriate.

If the JCCO finds that the facts are sufficient, that JCCO “shall request the prosecuting attorney to file a petition.”  Juvenile cases are heard in District Courts.  Thirty-four district court judges hold court in seven regions in twenty-eight locations around the state. Judges are nominated by the Governor to serve seven-year terms and confirmed by the legislature.  Maine's highest court, the Supreme Judicial Court, has general administrative and supervisory authority over the Judicial Branch. Its head, the Chief Justice, designates a Superior Court Chief Justice and District Court Chief Judge and Administrative Court Chief Judge to oversee the day-to-day administrative operations of those courts, and also appoints the State Court Administrator.  Juvenile Drug Treatment Courts operate in four locations with ongoing evaluation.  Juveniles at high risk for further delinquent behavior, with a history of chronic substance abuse where that substance abuse has been a major factor in the delinquent behavior may be referred to that program. 

Local non-profit agencies are contracted by the MDOC to provide juvenile detention alternative services and attendant care at locations across the state.  These services are available to juveniles referred by Juvenile Community Corrections Officers in lieu of detention, before adjudication, or for a period of time after detention.  A day reporting program serves juveniles and their families in the Portland area, Maine’s largest population center of about 230,000.  

The Maine Juvenile Code prohibits secure detention of status offenders and non-offenders.  The parents of truants may be subject to sanctions; runaways may be taken into “interim care” by a law enforcement officer, but “under no circumstances… be held involuntarily for more than 6 hours.”  The statute (Chapter 15, §3501) expressly prohibits placement of such juveniles in a jail or other secure facility.  Other similar behavior, such as possession or transportation of liquor may result in a referral to the JCCO, summons to court and fines or community service, but youth are not securely detained for status offenses in Maine.

Most services for juveniles are provided through contracts with community service providers and by providers of service under the Maine Medicaid program.  Because providers report on the number of children served for the specific purpose of each contract, the number served by service type is unduplicated.  Many children receive more than one type of service, however, so the service types cannot be added together to yield the total number of children served.

The Department of Corrections and Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) work to assure that all youth who come to the attention of the Division of Juvenile Services are screened and evaluated for any mental health issues and linked to appropriate treatment.  This does not always happen. With reduced services and funding some youth are missed. The JJAG continues to work to bring this much needed service to all youth who come into contact with the Division of Juvenile Services.
Mental health professionals, employees of the Children’s Services Division of DHHS and non-profit agencies working at the facilities, oversee the behavioral health program at Long Creek and Mountain View and serve both committed and detained youth.  A mental health screening protocol has been developed and screening tools identified.  All youth committed are screened resulting in individualized intervention plans.  The Massachusetts Youth Screening Instrument (MAYSI-2) is used on detained juveniles at the youth development centers. 

Mental health program coordinators in each of the four regions coordinate mental health services for youth under supervision in the community.  Although they work for DHHS, they are located in the Department of Corrections Juvenile Division’s Regional offices and participate in joint training to assure that employees of both Departments understand the roles and responsibilities of each other as well as the needs of the youth in the system.

Performance Based Standards continue to remain an important tool in improving conditions of confinement for committed and detained youth at our two juvenile facilities.  A four (4) level system compares performance outcomes amongst all participants.  The detention units at the Youth Development Centers have achieved level three (3) now score in the top 16 % of all programs in the country.  It is anticipated that the next data draw will demonstrate equally impressive results for committed youth.

Both of Maine’s Youth Development Centers have passed rigorous American Correctional Association audits with outstanding scores and earned national accreditation.
Other services provided youth in the juvenile justice system through collaboration with DHHS/Office of Substance Abuse (OSA) include a Juvenile Substance Abuse Treatment Network and the four Drug Treatment Courts.  Youth accepted into the drug court (in any of four locations around the state) are assigned a case manager by the court, and are required to participate in random urinalysis testing, regular check-ins and intensive treatment and weekly court appearances. The Substance Abuse Treatment Network provides screening and treatment services for youth in the community as well as those in correctional facilities.

The Departments of Corrections and Health and Human Services have identified standard assessment and treatment specifically for youth who sexually offend—our Long Creek and Mountain View Youth Development Centers.  The Juvenile Sex Offender Assessment Protocol-II (J-SOAP-II) is being used as part of a comprehensive risk assessment in a systematic review of risk factors that have been identified in the professional literature as being associated with sexual and criminal offending. 

Research in the field of positive youth development is leading juvenile justice programs to focus more on strength based approaches to holding youth accountable for their actions, and ultimately their lives. The “Diversion to Assets” program in Maine is working with five local communities --where juvenile crime is high and the diversion rates are low--to build a program that is diverting first-time offenders into relationships with caring adults in the community.  In the cities of Biddeford, Lewiston, Augusta, Waterville and Bucksport, a Diversion to Assets coordinator has been hired and is based in community agencies such as the York County Community Action Program, the Tri-County Mental Health Agency, the Augusta Boys and Girls Club for Teens, the Waterville South End Teen Center, and the Town of Bucksport. These coordinators take referrals from the local police and/or the juvenile community corrections officers, administer the Search Institute’s Developmental Asset Profile to ascertain the strengths of the young person, and then assign the offender to a person or a program such as mentoring, restorative justice, community service (in an organization that they are genuinely interested in and that will help build their skills), after school programs, and other positive opportunities for connecting with natural supports.  The goal is to hold juveniles accountable for building a safe and productive life by providing community-based supports that will continue to support their healthy development.

Maine has alternatives to detention (ATD) programs to help address the over crowding of the detention unit at Long Creek Youth Development Center.  ATD provides supervision for youth in the community so that they can be released from detention while awaiting their appearance in court. Services include an afternoon-evening reporting center and intensive case management. A system of graduated sanctions and rewards are used as incentives and community supports are nurtured that will remain in place after youth are discharged from the program.

2. Analysis of Juvenile Crime Problems and Juvenile Justice Needs TC "Analysis of Juvenile Crime Problems and Juvenile Justice Needs" \f C \l "1"  

A. Analysis of Juvenile Crime Problems TC "Analysis of Juvenile Crime Problems" \f C \l "2" 
Maine Crime & Justice Data Book 2008 

Maine Statistical Analysis Center, Muskie School of Public Service http://muskie.usm.maine.edu/justiceresearch 
(Appendix viii)
Juvenile arrests continue to decline, especially for index crimes [murder, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft and arson]. Over the last ten years, the number of arrests for juveniles declined 39.5%, with the number of Index Crimes falling 50.2%, and the number of violent crime arrests falling 34.5%. As a share of juvenile crime, Index offenses accounted for 29.6% of all crimes in 2007, down from 36.3% 1998.

Juveniles adjudicated for the first time in 2005 were most likely to have a sentence suspended or be assigned community service. The most frequent court action for juveniles adjudicated for the first time was the suspension of determinate sentence of 30 days or less, which typically refers to an attenuated sentence in some form of confinement followed by supervision. Community service is the next most frequent court action for this population. 

Juvenile recidivism offenses are predominately property crimes. Similar to the initial offense for juveniles adjudicated for the first time in 2005, 55% of recidivism offenses were property crimes. The next most frequent offense category was drug and alcohol crimes (23%). Personal crimes were the least occurring offenses within the recidivism category (19%). The overall juvenile recidivism rate for the 2005 cohort was 27%.

The rate of reported domestic violence assaults in Maine increased 3.9% between 2006 and 2007, and increased 49.7% between 1998 and 2007. This is an increase of 1,196 assaults. As a percentage of all assaults, domestic violence account for 51.2% of assaults in Maine, an increase of 36.9% since 1998, when domestic violence accounted for 37.4% of all assaults. [The Maine Department of Public Safety defines domestic violence as violence occurring between household or family members. Data is not available on the ages of the victim or the perpetrator.]

Domestic violence assaults committed by parents against children increased 112.2% over ten years, from 230 in 1998 to 488 in 2007. However, as a proportion of all domestic violence assaults, parent assaults against children increased only slightly, from 6.0% of all domestic violence assaults in 1998 to 8.5% in 2007. While domestic violence assaults committed by children against parents experienced similar growth until 2005 (213 in 1998 to 486 in 2005), child assaults on parents dropped to 216 in 2007. [The data does not distinguish the age of the victim, so it is impossible to determine whether parent assaults on children can be called, “child abuse” or whether child assaults on parents can be called, “elder abuse.”]

The number of juvenile drug arrests has decreased 17.1% over the past 10 years. Marijuana remains the main drug involved in juvenile drug arrests, and accounts for about the same proportion of drug arrests in 2007 as 1998, 82.3% and 81.5% respectively.

While the number of girls arrested has decreased over the past 10 years, the proportion has not. Since 1998, the number of female juveniles arrested has decreased 36.0%; however, the proportion of female juveniles arrested has increased 5.7%. During this time, male juvenile arrests have decreased 40.7%, while the proportion of male juveniles arrested has decreased 2.0%. The proportion of female juveniles arrested has declined from a high of 29.9% in 2004 to 28.0% in 2007. 

Juvenile arrests for violent crimes continue to decline; however, like the adult population arrests for drug and alcohol-related offenses are on the rise, making a gradual shift in the types of offenses for which juveniles are arrested. Crime victims surveyed in the 2007 Crime Victimization Report reported that 82.6% of their offenders were adults, confirming the trend that juvenile are far more likely to be arrested for non-violent offenses. In addition, the total number of arrests of juveniles is down considerable from 1998 – 2007. Two reasons may explain this trend. First, it may be an indication of law enforcement decisions to divert low risk, first time juvenile offenders, rather than arrest them. Second, it may also reflect the smaller size of the juvenile population over the last ten years. Between 1998 and 2007 the population under the age of 18 has declined 8.2% from 304,496 in 1998 to 279,467 in 2007 (see http://ojjdp.ncjrs.gov/ojstatbb/asp/profile_selection.asp).  

	2007 Arrests

	

	
	

	Race
	# of Arrests

	White
	6,775

	Black/African American
	256

	Hispanic
	0

	Asian
	31

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	30

	Other
	0

	Total Arrests
	7,092

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# of Arrests

	<10
	52

	10-12
	253

	13-14
	1,246

	15
	1,403

	16
	1,781

	17
	2,357

	Total Arrests
	7,092

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# of Arrests

	Female
	1,984

	Male
	5,108

	Total Arrests
	7,092

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# of Arrests

	Person
	1,170

	Property
	2,572

	Drugs/Alcohol
	1,804

	Other
	1,546

	Total Arrests
	7,092


	2007 Referrals to JCCO           (Juvenile Court)

	

	
	

	Race
	# of Referrals

	White
	4,921

	Black/African American
	274

	Hispanic
	67

	Asian
	27

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	57

	Other
	79

	Total Referrals
	5,425

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# of Referrals

	10
	28

	11
	56

	12
	123

	13
	334

	14
	784

	15
	1,212

	16
	1,623

	17
	1,265

	Total Referrals
	5,425

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# of Referrals

	Female
	1,455

	Male
	3,970

	Total Referrals
	5,425

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# of Referrals

	Person
	1,281

	Property
	2,373

	Drugs/Alcohol
	1,623

	Other
	148

	Total Referrals
	5,425


	2007 Detentions

	
	

	Race
	# Detained

	White
	707

	Black/African American
	65

	Hispanic
	19

	Asian
	4

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	12

	Other
	7

	Total Detained
	814

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# Detained

	10
	0

	11
	2

	12
	6

	13
	28

	14
	107

	15
	183

	16
	238

	17
	250

	Total Detained
	814

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# Detained

	Female
	180

	Male
	634

	Total Detained
	814

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# Detained

	Person
	285

	Property
	352

	Drugs/Alcohol
	124

	Other
	53

	Total Detained
	814


	2007 Cases Nonpetitioned (Diverted)

	
	

	Race
	# of Diversions

	White
	2,288

	Black/African American
	68

	Hispanic
	30

	Asian
	10

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	14

	Other
	38

	Total Cases Nonpetitioned
	2,448

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# of Diversions

	10
	18

	11
	27

	12
	60

	13
	146

	14
	308

	15
	463

	16
	583

	17
	843

	Total Cases Nonpetitioned
	2,448

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# of Diversions

	Female
	808

	Male
	1,640

	Total Cases Nonpetitioned
	2,448

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# of Diversions

	Person
	394

	Property
	1,016

	Drugs/Alcohol
	987

	Other
	51

	Total Cases Nonpetitioned
	2,448


	2007 Cases Petitioned

	
	

	Race
	# Petitioned

	White
	3,064

	Black/African American
	211

	Hispanic
	52

	Asian
	23

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	54

	Other
	41

	Total Cases Petitioned
	3,445

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# Petitioned

	10
	8

	11
	20

	12
	55

	13
	175

	14
	396

	15
	656

	16
	936

	17
	1,199

	Total Cases Petitioned
	3,445

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# Petitioned

	Female
	812

	Male
	2,633

	Total Cases Petitioned
	3,445

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# Petitioned

	Person
	956

	Property
	1,499

	Drugs/Alcohol
	902

	Other
	88

	Total Cases Petitioned
	3,445


	2007 Adjudications

	
	

	Race
	# of Adjudications

	White
	1,715

	Black/African American
	74

	Hispanic
	22

	Asian
	3

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	29

	Other
	18

	Total Adjudications
	1,861

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# of Adjudications

	10
	0

	11
	7

	12
	16

	13
	72

	14
	203

	15
	374

	16
	504

	17
	685

	Total Adjudications
	1,861

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# of Adjudications

	Female
	454

	Male
	1,407

	Total Adjudications
	1,861

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# of Adjudications

	Person
	492

	Property
	873

	Drugs/Alcohol
	449

	Other
	47

	Total Adjudications
	1,861


	2007 Probation

	
	

	Race
	# Assigned Probation

	White
	848

	Black/African American
	35

	Hispanic
	12

	Asian
	0

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	12

	Other
	9

	Total Assigned to Probation
	916

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# Assigned Probation

	10
	0

	11
	4

	12
	12

	13
	49

	14
	128

	15
	212

	16
	259

	17
	252

	Total Assigned to Probation
	916

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# Assigned Probation

	Female
	194

	Male
	722

	Total Assigned to Probation
	916

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# Assigned Probation

	Person
	328

	Property
	507

	Drugs/Alcohol
	54

	Other
	27

	Total Assigned to Probation
	916


	2007 Commitment (Confined)

	
	

	Race
	# Committed

	White
	296

	Black/African American
	20

	Hispanic
	5

	Asian
	1

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	10

	Other
	4

	Total Commitments
	336

	
	

	
	

	Age
	# Committed

	10
	0

	11
	0

	12
	0

	13
	5

	14
	35

	15
	65

	16
	89

	17
	142

	Total Commitments
	336

	
	

	
	

	Gender
	# Committed

	Female
	67

	Male
	269

	Total Commitments
	336

	
	

	
	

	Type of Offense
	# Committed

	Person
	106

	Property
	195

	Drugs/Alcohol
	18

	Other
	17

	Total Commitments
	336


2007 Data Summary
· 95.5% of juveniles arrested in 2007 reported being White (7,092 arrests)
· 58.3% of all arrested were between 16 and 17 years old and
· 72% were male

· Property offenses made up 36% of the offenses and 25% were drug/alcohol offenses 

· 76.5% of juveniles arrested were referred to a Juvenile Community Corrections Officer
· 53% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 73% were male

· Property offenses made up 43.7% of the offenses and 29.9% were drug/alcohol offenses
· 34.5% of those arrested were diverted
· 58.3% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 67% were male

· Property offenses made up 42% of the offenses and 40.3% were drug/alcohol offenses

· 11.5% of those arrested were detained

· 60% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 77.9% were male

· Property offenses made up 43% of the offenses, 35% were person, and 15% were drug/alcohol offenses

· 48.6% of those arrested had cases petitioned

· 61.9% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 76.4% were male

· Property offenses made up 43.5% of the offenses and 27.8% were person offenses

· 26% of those arrested were adjudicated

· 63.9% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 75.6% were male

· Property offenses made up 46.9% of the offenses and 26.4% were person offenses

· 4.7% of those arrested were committed
· 42.3% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 80% were male

· Property offenses made up 58% of the offenses and 31.5% were person offenses

· 12.9% of those arrested were assigned probation

· 14.3% were between 16 and 17 years old

· 78.8% were male

· Property offenses made up 55.3% of the offenses and 35.8% were person offenses
B. State Priority Juvenile Justice Needs/Problem Statements TC "B. State Priority Juvenile Justice Needs/Problem Statements" \f C \l "2" 
(In no particular order)
1. Students involved in the juvenile justice system and at risk of becoming involved in the juvenile justice system may be facing expulsion and suspension from school more frequently than necessary.  It has been difficult to discern exact ratios of suspended and expelled students due to differences in data collections among schools and School Administrative Districts.   The JJAG recognizes that suspended and/or expelled students are at a high risk for engaging in criminal behavior and subsequent involvement in the juvenile justice system.

In 2003, the JJAG contracted with the Muskie School of Public Policy, Institute for Public Sector Innovation to research school suspension and expulsion rates, which youth were being expelled, for what reasons, and what was happening to youth who were suspended and/or expelled.  Based upon the responses to surveys, there appear to be a wide range of attitudes among school administrators regarding suspension and expulsion.  While some schools appear to implement policies designed to keep all students in school except in the most dangerous circumstances, others have adopted “Zero tolerance” policies that result in suspension or expulsion for even relatively minor infractions of school rules. 

The JJAG is committed to supporting programs that reduce the incidence of school suspensions and expulsions and will encourage schools to adopt appropriate alternatives proven to result improved academic performance for students while satisfying school administrators that appropriate action is taken in response to misbehavior in school.

2. Not all youth involved with or at risk of becoming involved with the juvenile justice system are receiving appropriate comprehensive mental health, substance abuse and/or family support services. The JJAG will bring attention to the need to preserve and expand community level and home-based services.  We will work to identify a continuum of care. Obstacles to service delivery include everything from lack of treatment providers, lack of financial resources to acquire services, and to lack of transportation to and from providers who may be a significant distance from the juvenile and his or her family. As resources diminish, criteria for receiving mental health services, especially those that involve out-of-home placement, are heightened resulting in increased refusals to provide services and greater delay in receiving services.   One unintended consequence of increasingly restrictive policies regarding provision of a complete range of mental health services is increased commitments to and longer detentions in juvenile correctional facilities.

While in some locations it is common for juveniles to receive mental health screening and evaluation early in the juvenile justice process, in other locations screening and evaluation are almost never utilized.  The JJAG is committed to assisting the development of appropriate intervention and prevention services throughout the entire State and will continue to support efforts to expand resources for juveniles and their families. This calls for strong working relationships between families, schools, community agencies, all youth-serving State agencies and Courts.

We will continue to support integration of services and to identify barriers to long-term and short-term residential and community treatment including home-based care.  Maine is using a model of “jurisdictional team planning” in several regions which we will continue to review.

3. Many of the programs currently offered to at risk youth and juvenile offenders have not been proven to be effective prevention and intervention programs.  The JJAG will continue to support only evidenced-based practices and program assessments that have solid research backing their efficacy.   

Historically juveniles have been referred to programs, whether they be diversion programs or intervention programs, regardless of whether the juvenile is determined to be low, medium or high risk of reoffending.  The Maine Department of Corrections has implemented and consistently utilizes the YOLSI (Youthful Offender Level of Service Inventory).  The YOLSI is a tool for determining risk of reoffending.  Current research suggests that low and high risk offenders should not be placed in the same program and that “over treating” low risk offenders may actually increase recidivism.  

In addition to ensuring that programs offered to juveniles involved in or at risk of becoming involved in the juvenile justice system are proven to be effective at reducing recidivism, the JJAG will continue to encourage that only the appropriate level of service be given to each offender.

We will continue to solicit applications for funding from agencies and program providers who are able to provide Alternatives to Detention programs. These solicitations will be specific as to what is needed as opposed to a more general RFP.  Grants will be made to programs using evidence-based practice models. Fidelity to the program model will be a specific requirement in all contracts and will be required in Outcome Measure reporting. We will continue to educate the larger community about the enhanced value of effective programs.

In addition to ensuring that programs offered to juveniles involved in or at risk of becoming involved in the juvenile justice system are proven to be effective at reducing recidivism, the JJAG will continue to encourage that only the appropriate level of service be given to each offender.

4. Over the past several years there has been a great deal of research regarding what methods are most effective at preventing and intervening in juvenile crime.  However many judges, juvenile justice professionals, legislators and the general public may not have had access to accurate and current information about “what works” for juvenile offenders and those at risk of becoming involved with the juvenile justice system.  

The JJAG will continue to provide judges, legislators, juvenile justice professionals and the general public with training and reliable information regarding “what works” so that scarce resources are only spent on effective services.

Maine’s Supreme Court Chief Justice has recently proposed a Juvenile Justice Summit to convene members of the judiciary and provide educational programs on a variety of topics, including:

· Best evidence practices to assist first time/low risk offenders

· Adolescent brain development

· Positive Youth Development strategies in the community and in corrections programs

· Recidivism

· Comprehensive systems approach

The Summit will be designed to help identify specific outcomes and develop action planning. The JJAG will provide support to the planning and implementation of this Summit and will work to assure that it becomes a recurring event.

5. In an effort to ensure that we have the most current information regarding the most effective prevention and intervention practices, we will explore the possibility of hiring a consultant/contractor who can conduct research.  The consultant will work with the JJAG to develop a comprehensive strategy e.g. identifying unmet needs in Maine’s various regions; soliciting bids for particular evidence-based practices that the JJAG believes will prevent or reduce juvenile crime. We expect to use this information to support our grant funding decisions and to seek additional funding from the State or from Foundation funders.

6. Insufficient data make it difficult, if not impossible, to determine whether minority youth are over-represented in Maine’s juvenile justice system.  The JJAG has contracted with the Muskie School of Public Service, to collect data regarding disproportionate minority contacts (DMC).   

The number of minority youth in our state is small and it makes the data collected unreliable. We need to continue our data collection efforts and solicit input from stakeholder groups about conditions and actions related to this issue. We will move forward to take action as targeted strategies can be identified that will reduce the overrepresentation of minorities.

The JJAG is partnering with the University of Maine School of Law to gather input from various stakeholders in the three areas of the state identified as possibly experiencing disproportionate minority contact to identify factors potentially related to DMC.  The expectation is that by gathering information from Judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys and JCCO’s in Cumberland, Androscoggin and Penobscot counties, the JJAG will better understand the unique factors in each of these communities that may lead to DMC.  Once the contributing factors and/or unmet needs are identified, the JJAG will solicit requests for proposals that will respond specifically to the identified problem.  The full scale of this strategy from identifying problems and needs to implementation of programs specifically targeting those problems and needs will certainly span the period of this 3 year plan.     

7. The issues of effective assistance of counsel continues to be an important concern for our state. In an ideal world fewer youth would enter Maine’s juvenile justice system. We will continue to support training for defense attorneys and prosecutors.  Other professionals whose decisions impact youth at risk may be included in shared training. Experience tells us that shared learning in a classroom/face to face environment is very effective and is the preferred method for training. However, given the rural nature of our state, we will explore opportunities for web-based training that may be live or in video format.

The defense of juveniles requires special information and training.  Many attorneys who do not have experience, especially in rural areas may be appointed to represent juveniles who do not have experience. We will explore the possibility of creating a consultation group of experienced attorneys who could provide support and information on an on-call basis.

8. The JJAG remains committed to advocating for the rights of Juveniles and strongly contending that they be exempt from any law requiring participation in a national web-based public registry such as that contemplated in the Adam Walsh Act. We believe that juveniles who engage in sexual offending behavior should not be treated in the same fashion as adults who engage in those offending behaviors.

9. The JJAG is committed to examine the issues of girls/females in the system. The number of girls who are being detained and confined is increasing. An analysis of those detention decisions demonstrates that some girls are being detained who have been determined to be at a lower risk level for continued criminality than boys who are not being detained.

We will continue to explore and provide support to effective programs and strategies that provide structured alternatives to detention specifically for girls.  In this work, we will be informed by current research on the consequences of childhood trauma and the benefits of a “system of care” model for meeting the needs of these youth.

10. The JJJAG recognizes the need to strengthen the diversion network that currently works to provide services to at-risk youth and for low risk offenders. We currently are providing support to Collaborative Problem Solving programs through contracted services with Dr. Ross Green who has brought this approach to the City of Sanford, Maine. Dr. Green is working with parents, schools, law enforcement, city officials and community members to create and understanding that some challenging youth behavior can be attributed to what he describes and “lagging skills and unsolved problems”. A careful inventory of these challenges can provide vital information needed to understand and help to change the child’s behavior.

Additional resources are currently being directed to support for “restorative justice practices” and “restorative discipline practices” that incorporate community resolution teams and “circle groups” in schools to provide for remediation without involvement of the juvenile justice system. 

The JJAG will continue to analyze these practices and provide support where we can. We will continue to support effective delinquency prevention programs that address family and child needs prior to the development of criminal behavior.

11. Juvenile justice system-involved youth are far too often separated from parents and other family members both physically and emotionally. Behavior change can be supported and maintained by parents and family who feel a part of the system of change.  We hope to expand support and advocacy for parents by using existing parent support networks (i.e., Maine Parent Federation, GEAR Parent Network, Mainely Parents). We have also considered developing a pilot project that could test the benefit of connecting parents/families who are new to the system with parents/families who have had a positive experience. There should be “no wrong door” for a parent/caregiver to enter for information and support for their family.

12. Within the past year, there has been a surge in requests for determination of adjudicative competency of juveniles.  Unfortunately, current Maine statutes do not provide standards for adjudicative competency for juveniles, nor do they offer authority for what action a court may take upon find that a juvenile lacks adjudicative competency.   The JJAG is committed to assisting legal and mental health professionals develop standards for determining when a juvenile lacks adjudicative competency.   Furthermore, the JJAG will support legislative changes to clarify what action the juvenile court may take if it finds that an individual juvenile lacks competency due to mental illness, mental retardation and/or developmental immaturity.  
3. Plan for Compliance With the First Three Core Requirements of the JJDPA and the State’s Compliance Monitoring Plan

A. Plan for Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders (Removal of Status Offenders and Nonoffenders from Secure Detention and Correctional Facilities)

The following table shows the number of DSO violations at jails, lockups and juvenile detention and correctional facilities in Maine for the years 2006 to 2008:

	Violations/Year
	2006
	2007
	2008

	Status Offenders and Nonoffenders held in jails and lockups 
	0
	0
	0

	Status Offenders held over 24 hours and non-offenders held in juvenile detention centers
	0
	0
	0

	Status Offenders held without benefit of the Valid Court Order
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	0
	0
	0

	DSO Rate of Compliance
	
	
	


Maine has achieved substantial compliance over the years; however, our goal is to achieve full compliance every year. The following is Maine’s strategy, activities and timetable to achieve full compliance. 

	Strategy
	Activities
	Timetable 

	Reduce the number of DSO violations at jails and lockups
	1.  Educate all contacts at jails and lockups by distributing the Maine manual and explaining it.  (Pamphlets and Posters)

2. Discuss the causes of the violations. Develop strategies with them and partner to fund alternatives. 
	1. Between April 15 and June, 2009.

2. Meet and provide on-site inspection of all secure/non-secure facilities and lock-ups.

3. Discuss partnership opportunities with the JJAG. 

	Reduce the number of DSO violations at juvenile detention centers
	Maine P&P manual to all judges in Maine that handle juvenile cases. 
	Between June 1 and December 20, 2008. 


B. Plan for Separation of Juveniles from Adult Offenders (Separation) 
Maine’s Juvenile Code prohibits juvenile and adult offenders from having any contact. Sight and sound separation are required, as stated in the OJJDP Act, in all cases. (Title 15 Section 3203-A-7).  During the 2009/2010 monitoring year, the compliance monitor will visit adult jails and lockups and will update the Maine Guidance Manual that contains all legislation and definitions of the OJJDP Act.

In 2005, new legislation was enacted to bring Maine into complete compliance with the OJJDP Act.  Maine rarely has violations of the Separation core requirement. Most jails and lockups have policies and procedures requiring separation of juveniles from incarcerated adults in all areas of the facility by time phasing their common areas. Some larger departments even have totally separate booking and holding areas for juveniles to prevent any sight or sound contact. Secure facilities are visited at the desired rate of 100% per year and non-secure facilities are visited at the desired rate of 100% every three years. During each visit the compliance monitor inspects for sight and sound separation and obtains revised policies and procedures that address separation. 

Maine Criminal Statutes, Title 15, Chapter 503, §3101 4 E-1. “If the Juvenile Court binds a juvenile over to Superior Court the court may direct detention of any such juvenile who is to be detained in a section of a jail that is used primarily for the detention of adults….”

E-2 “If the Juvenile Court binds a juvenile over to Superior Court and has not directed the detention of the juvenile in a section of a jail that is used primarily for the detention of adults pursuant to paragraph E-, the court shall order that if the juvenile attains 18years and 6 months of age and is being detained, the juvenile be detained in an adult section of a jail.”

Maine does not have co-located facilities.

C. Plan for Removal of Juveniles from Adult Jails and Lockups (Jail Removal) 
Maine uses the six-hour hold exception. The following chart shows the number of delinquents held over six hours in jails and lockups for the past three years.  

	
	2006
	2007
	2008

	Delinquents held over six hours in jails and lockups (violations) 
	4
	0
	3


In 2005, Maine passed several statutes addressing the six-hour rule and compliance with the JJDP Act and OJJDP regulations. A juvenile may be detained in a jail, lockup, or other place used for the confinement of adult offenders only for processing, for no longer than six hours and during such time shall be placed in a setting that is physically segregated by sight and sound from the adult offenders. In no case may the juvenile be detained in such place overnight. Maine Department of Corrections has legislative authority over all state, county, and municipal secure detention facilities. Included in this authority are requirements for accurate monthly reports, to this department, of all juveniles placed in secure detention, authority to conduct on site inspection and authority to have any violations corrected. (34-A M.R.S.A. Section 1208). These reports are sent to and reviewed by the Compliance Monitor, who works under the Department of Corrections. Any discrepancies will prompt a phone call or a site visit. The Compliance Monitor conducts site visits at these facilities at least once a year and more often if needed.

Maine uses the Rural Removal Exception for dangerous weather conditions only. The language in the Juvenile Code is currently under review as Maine Juvenile Code 15 § 3203-A B-5(3) reads: “The juvenile is detained only to await a detention hearing…transfer to an appropriate juvenile facility, or transport to another jurisdiction.” A proposal has been made to strike “transfer to an appropriate juvenile facility, or transport to another jurisdiction.”
D. Plan for Compliance Monitoring for the First Three Core Requirements of the JJDP Act

1) Policy and Procedures – available at www.mainejjag.org 
2) Monitoring Authority – available at www.mainejjag.org 

3) Monitoring Timeline

	January
	York County Jail  - Yarmouth Police Dept. - Biddeford Police Dept. - Kittery Police Dept.

	February
	Androscoggin County Jail - Sagadahoc County Lock-up 

	March
	Lincoln County Jail - Boothbay Harbor Police Dept.

	April
	Piscataquis County Jail - Franklin County Jail

	May
	Aroostook County Jail - Houlton Police Dept. - Caribou Police Dept. - Presque Isle Police Dept. - Brunswick Police Dept. - Mountain View Youth Center - Penobscot County Jail  

	June
	Cumberland County Jail - Bridgton Police - Windham Police

	July
	So. Portland Police Dept. - Long Creek Youth Center

	August
	Oxford County Jail -Rumford Police Dept.

	September
	Knox County Jail - Waldo County Jail - Saco Police Dept. - Old Orchard Beach Police Dept.

	October
	Kennebec County Jail - Madawaska Police Dept. - Fort Kent Police Dept. - Van Buren Police Dept.

	November
	Washington County Jail - Machias Police Dept. - Calais Police Dept. - Bar Harbor Police Dept. - Boothbay Harbor Police Dept. - Bath Police Dept. - Brunswick Police Dept.

	December
	Somerset County Jail - Hancock County Jail - Bar Harbor Police Dept.


4) Violation Procedures

Violations of the three core requirements are usually found when the compliance monitor collects the data onsite. Each violation is personally investigated to make sure it is really a violation. In some cases the facility calls the compliance monitor to report the violation. In all cases, whenever a violation is found, it is recorded in the Facility File. Per DOC policy, a compliance violation form is completed and mailed to the offending facility; a copy is retained in the Facility File. The facility is provided with ideas on how to correct future violations; the compliance monitor may schedule time to conduct training at the facility. 

5) Barriers and Strategies

The state faces a possible barrier in achieving full compliance due to the fact that the compliance monitor is new to this position (hired in February 09).  Taking the learning curve into consideration, and the implementation of OJJDP requirements it is reasonable to   Site visitations will commence in April, 2009, and continue until all sites, secure and non-secure, are verified and violation free.
Although continuity of services has always been provided having had a Compliance Monitor that has changed almost on a yearly basis a working relationship has had to be re-established with each monitor. Gladly Maine is currently in compliance with all core requirements.
The licensing requirements of DHHS facilities (group homes and other youth housing facilities) change from year to year and require the DOC compliance monitor to read each manual completely to learn of changes that might impact compliance. This barrier will be overcome with planning. Time is set-aside in the identification and classification process for reading and researching rules and regulations. The second barrier is the sheer number of facilities needing site visits to verify classification.
Maine faces two barriers. The first is licensing requirements of DHHS facilities. These requirements change from year to year and require the DOC compliance monitor to read each manual completely to learn of changes that might impact compliance. This barrier will be overcome with planning. Time is set-aside in the identification and classification process for reading and researching rules and regulations. The second barrier is the sheer number of facilities needing site visits to verify classification.
Maine does not have a centralized data collection system for juveniles held securely. It could be perceived as a barrier or strength. In Maine’s case, it may be strength. Officers must physically write down each juvenile they place in a cell, all entries should be checked by a supervisor at least once a shift. If there is a juvenile coming close to the six-hour window, the supervisor can alert the officer to remove the juvenile immediately. It is unknown if this would happen with an on-line reporting system, or if the on-line system would be a reliable reflection of all juveniles placed in a secure setting. 

6) Definitions of Terms – available at appendix 2 http://www.maine.gov/corrections/jjag/cmon/2008ComplianceManual.rtf 

7) Identification of Monitoring Universe

Maine uses a yearly cycle to complete the four monitoring tasks; a complete description is contained in Maine’s Compliance Monitoring Policies and Procedures. The formal Identification of the Monitoring Universe process occurs between January and March of every year, this year due to the hiring of a new compliance monitor in February the date for completion will be pushed to commence April for the 2009 calendar year. However, the informal process of determining the status of facilities is ongoing and occurs through discussions with Sheriffs, Police Chiefs, JJAG members and members of the juvenile justice community. In determining what facilities Maine should include in the monitoring universe, the following definition is used: “The monitoring universe includes all facilities, public and private, which might hold juveniles pursuant to public authority.” There is no distinction between secure and non-secure facilities at this point. The following agencies are queried either by phone or email annually to determine what facilities are in the state: Department of Health and Human Services (foster homes, group homes, residential child care centers, shelter facilities, etc.), the Alcohol and Drug Abuse Division (detox and treatment centers), the Division of Mental Health (state psychiatric hospitals), Maine State Patrol (state patrol substations), Maine County Sheriffs (jails), and the Maine Chiefs of Police (lockups).  Other facilities, such as airports, juvenile assessment centers, temporary holding facilities, activity and sporting complexes, and court holding facilities are identified during onsite visits to other facilities. In most cases, the DOC compliance monitor has been notified before a facility becomes operational so the administrator can obtain guidance on the secure holding of juveniles. All facilities that house juveniles in Maine must be licensed by the Department of Health and Human Services, which makes the task of Identifying facilities easy, albeit time consuming.  

8) Classification of the Monitoring Universe

Maine uses a yearly cycle to complete the four monitoring tasks; a complete description is contained in Maine’s Compliance Monitoring Policies and Procedures. (P43) The formal Classification of Facilities occurs between January and March of every year. This is an ongoing process and is verified onsite in most cases. All facilities identified are classified as 1) secure or non-secure; 2) public or private; 3) for juveniles only, for adults only, or for both juveniles and adults; and 4) residential or non-residential. Much of the classification of Department of Health and Human Services facilities is done through their licensing regulations. Any violation of licensing regulations is reported to the state Department of Health and Human Services, who in turn reports that to the DOC compliance monitor during the yearly query on classification of facilities. Other types of facilities require onsite visits to verify their classification. Jails, lockups, court holding facilities, and juvenile correctional facilities that the state has identified as secure are visited at the desired rate of 100% annually. Police departments classified as non-secure are visited at the desired rate of 100% every three years.  By visiting them once every three years DOC will capture those facilities that have become secure in the previous year(s) and can classify them correctly for monitoring purposes. 

9) Inspection of Facilities

Maine uses a yearly cycle to complete the four monitoring tasks; a complete description is contained in Maine’s Compliance Monitoring Policies and Procedures. The inspection of facilities occurs all year and normally it would run from January through December (Maine’s monitoring year).  Each January, the compliance monitor will prepare an inspection list and schedule for the year. Of course, there are minor changes to the schedule as the year progresses. Training requests, snowstorms, and illness can change the date and time of the visit, but all the facilities on the list will be visited by January 31st of the following year. Jails, lockups, court holding facilities, and juvenile correctional facilities are visited at a desired rate of 100% a year. Non-secure police departments are visited at the desired rate of once a year, every three years, as indicated by OJJDP guidelines.  
Inspections occur for three reasons: 1) to verify classification, 2) to determine if the facility is sight and sound separated and 3) to determine that the right data is being collected on juveniles held securely. 
Each facility in Maine has a Facility File which contains a basic informational sheet, a sight and sound checklist, a monthly summary of juveniles held, any Compliance Violation Forms, a non-secure certification form if applicable, correspondence and On-Site Summary Forms. This information is cumulative and contains at least one year of summarized data. The DOC compliance monitor has a system to record yearly visit dates and violations. During the onsite visit the compliance monitor distributes written materials and conducts training.  Maine has a Law Enforcement Guide to the JJDPA and state Statutes brochure 
Posters of the JJDPA and state statutes are distributed. Each facility that detains juveniles securely will have a log next to the cell and record the following information: name, age or DOB, race, sex, ethnicity, date and time in the secured setting, date and time out of the secured setting, most serious offense and to whom the juvenile was released. 

10) Data Collection and Verification

All secure facilities in the state that are authorized by law to hold juveniles are required to file monthly reports to the DOC which are reviewed by the Compliance Monitor. These reports are used on site inspections and compared to booking/holding documents.
Maine uses a yearly cycle to complete the four monitoring tasks; a complete description is contained in Maine’s Compliance Monitoring Policies and Procedures (http://www.maine.gov/corrections/jjag/cmon/2008ComplianceManual.rtf). Data collection is ongoing, from January – December of each year. Maine uses a 12-month reporting period, January to December, and does not project data for the OJJDP Compliance Monitoring Report. The Department of Corrections is responsible for all monitoring tasks; no task is delegated or contracted out to an independent or other state agency. 
Data from the monthly report is verified with on-site visits and through the CORIS. The Monitor will review all data sources relating to juveniles on site. Letters requesting certification of status (secure or non-secure) is done annually and verified with site visits.

4. Plan for Compliance with the Disproportionate Minority Contact Core Requirement

Insufficient data make it difficult, if not impossible, to determine whether minority youth are over-represented in Maine’s juvenile justice system.  The JJAG has contracted with the Muskie School of Public Service to collect data regarding disproportionate minority contacts (DMC).   

The number of minority youth in our state is small and it makes the data collected unreliable. We need to continue our data collection efforts and solicit input from stakeholder groups about conditions and actions related to this issue. We will move forward to take action as targeted strategies can be identified that will reduce the overrepresentation of minorities.

Research provides five common explanations for why overrepresentation may exist. These are differential offending; differential opportunities for prevention and treatment; differential handling of minority youths; indirect effects; and legislative changes, administrative policies, and legal factors. It is possible that all of these simultaneously contribute to DMC, or that only one or two explanations account for overrepresentation; it is also possible that DMC exists because of a reason other than one of these five. Regardless of the contributing factors, the relationship among race/ethnicity, offending, and involvement with the juvenile justice system is complex, and a thorough assessment of the problem will help explain why DMC is occurring (Seven Steps to Develop and Evaluate Strategies to Reduce Disproportionate Minority Contact, Nellis, Ashley M., January, 2005).

DMC Reduction Cycle

[image: image2.emf]
The Maine Juvenile Justice Advisory Group (JJAG) is committed to improving the capacity of the state to report accurate information about the proportion of Maine’s minority juveniles who come into contact with the juvenile justice system. The JJAG is also committed to addressing disproportionate minority contact, wherever it occurs, using evidence based and promising strategies, tools and interventions to ensure that (1) minority youth that should be are diverted from the system in the first place, and that (2) those minority youth who find themselves in the juvenile justice system do not as a group receive harsher sanctions than white youth who exhibit similar risk levels, behavioral issues, and new criminal behaviors.

Maine’s DMC initiative is a multi–phased, sustained effort that may require systems improvement over many years to build a juvenile justice system that is more sensitive to cultural differences. Phase I of DMC - Identification and Monitoring – has been focused on the determination of whether (and where) disproportionate minority contact exists in the juvenile justice system.  Data are collected from multiple sources to identify juvenile minority overrepresentation at key decision points. The Identification phase is ongoing; states routinely monitor quantitative trends. At this time, Maine has built sufficient capacity to being monitoring DMC by analyzing trend data, although certain data issues persist – e.g. Maine has very small numbers; Maine does not yet report ethnicity data. 

The Maine JJAG has begun Phase 2 of DMC – Assessment. The extent of DMC and the contributing factors varies by state and within individual jurisdictions. Recognizing this, OJJDP encourages states and localities to develop innovative approaches to conduct the assessment. A DMC assessment, however, must resolve several methodological issues, including which jurisdictions and decision points and what type of research design and data or subjects are most appropriate and feasible (OJJDP DMC Technical Assistance Manual, 3rd Edition, Chapter 2: Assessment). 

Phase I: Identification

1. Updated DMC Identification Spreadsheets (Attachment 2)

2. DMC Data Discussion

(b) While Maine does have data and has completed the Relative Rate Indexes we continue to work on identification.
	Relative Rate Index Compared with White Juveniles

	Juvenile Arrests

	County
	2005 Arrests - All Minorities
	2005 RRI  All Minorities
	2006 Arrests - All Minorities
	2006 RRI - All Minorities
	2007 Arrests - All Minorities
	2007 RRI - All Minorities

	Androscoggin
	89
	1.99
	84
	1.92
	76
	1.50

	Aroostook
	10
	0.39
	11
	0.48
	14
	0.55

	Cumberland
	77
	0.70
	111
	1.04
	122
	0.87

	Franklin
	0
	**
	4
	**
	3
	**

	Hancock
	3
	**
	3
	**
	1
	**

	Kennebec
	23
	0.85
	21
	0.88
	14
	0.49

	Knox
	3
	**
	0
	**
	0
	**

	Lincoln
	1
	**
	3
	**
	3
	**

	Oxford
	4
	**
	5
	**
	4
	**

	Penobscot
	35
	1.10
	15
	0.36
	20
	0.48

	Piscataquis
	0
	**
	0
	**
	0
	**

	Sagadahoc
	2
	**
	1
	**
	2
	**

	Somerset
	7
	0.79
	7
	0.80
	6
	0.62

	Waldo
	0
	**
	0
	**
	0
	**

	Washington
	8
	0.77
	4
	**
	13
	1.75

	York
	42
	0.76
	56
	0.96
	39
	0.59

	State 
	304
	0.87
	325
	0.88
	317
	0.78
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	Relative Rate Index compared with White Juveniles


The Maine Department of Public Safety does not report ethnicity data and so we are unable to report on arrests of those juveniles.  We are looking to get this data directly from police departments…somehow.
At the suggestion of Dr. William Feyerherm and Dr. Howard Snyder we have collected three years of data (2005 – 2007).  We will have 2008 data in July of this year.
It is very early to report however with this newly received data we can begin to look for trends.

We have the RRI data by county only. We know that there are pockets in several counties where there are more minorities. For example, in Cumberland County we see that the RRI numbers are statistically significant. We believe it is due to the refugee population in Portland and the immediate surrounding communities. It is the same for Androscoggin County where we have a large African refugee population.  Aroostook County and York County numbers are statistically significant and we need to delve further to learn why.  Aroostook County is home to two Native American tribes and has seasonal migrant workers. Penobscot County data, as expected, is statistically significant. Kennebec County in 2007 showed a statistically significant number where it has never before. 
All of this new data will be analyzed in June. We will begin the search for trends at that time.

Phase II: Assessment/diagnosis

We will undertake targeted assessments on the noted significant changes in the Relative Rate Indexes. We are currently receiving technical assistance from Dr. Feyerherm and Dr. Snyder and will continue to work with them throughout the next six months. 
Phase III: Intervention

1) Progress made in FY 2008

a) Effective Police Interactions with Youth training for police officers was provided to 80 police officers in the fall of 2008. This training is designed to reduce the likelihood that interactions between police officers and young people will have negative outcomes and/or result in police action, particularly for minority youth. This very well received training took place in two parts of the state. We are planning train-the-trainer sessions for state-wide implementation.

b) Maine’s Statistical Analysis Center, USM Muskie School of Public Service, is examining DMC trends in three counties: Penobscot, Cumberland and Androscoggin. Trend data are now available for the 2005, 2006, 2007 and soon 2008 for in depth analysis.

As per the JJDP Act of 2002, states are required to identify patterns of minority youth involvement in the juvenile justice system and act to reduce those numbers where they have been shown to be out of proportion to the number of minorities in the population. States generate quantitative estimates of the ratio of minority to non-minority juveniles at any given point in the system but more information is needed to determine the underlying causes of these patterns. For example, a greater number of arrests among minority youth may stem from a greater amount of police surveillance in areas frequented by minority youth, thus increasing the chances of arrest. Ratios only identify the points in the system at which greater contact occurs. Further data is needed to identify the specific factors that contribute to higher ratios at these points.

The JJAG, in partnership with the Muskie School of Public Service and the University of Maine School of Law, developed a project to identify and describe factors that persons involved in Maine’s Juvenile Justice system perceive as most important in determining the amount of minority contact.

The project team has geographically defined Cumberland, Androscoggin and Penobscot counties as counties with the largest minorities in the population. The team has selected Bangor, Portland and Lewiston as they are the county seats and have the courts.  Judges, Assistant District Attorneys, School Resource Officers, Juvenile Community Corrections Officers, defense attorneys, and juveniles and their families have been selected as the population to be surveyed.

The survey has been constructed with the main questions being:

· What factors most determine a decision to proceed in a particular manner?

· How does the minority status of a juvenile affect the weighting of these factors?

· What features of the system affect the number of minorities processed and why?

· What barriers or issues do the actors in the system (including the juvenile) perceive as important?

c) We had planned a pilot project in Androscoggin County where anecdotal evidence suggested a high DMC rate for African American/Black youth. After much discussion with Muskie the JJAG decided not to focus on this one community. We recognized that the data may not be reliable. Our DMC work must be credible and so this new project came to be.

2) DMC Reduction Plan for FY 2009 -2011

a) Activities

Research provides five common explanations for why overrepresentation may exist. These are differential offending; differential opportunities for prevention and treatment; differential handling of minority youths; indirect effects; and legislative changes, administrative policies, and legal factors. It is possible that all of these simultaneously contribute to DMC, or that only one or two explanations account for overrepresentation; it is also possible that DMC exists because of a reason other than one of these five. Regardless of the contributing factors, the relationship among race/ethnicity, offending, and involvement with the juvenile justice system is complex, and a thorough assessment of the problem will help explain why DMC is occurring (Seven Steps to Develop and Evaluate Strategies to Reduce Disproportionate Minority Contact, Nellis, Ashley M., January, 2005).

i. We will continue with an assessment/diagnosis by gathering and analyzing data by year, decision point, race, gender and county from the Correctional information System (CORIS) and the Maine Department of Public Safety (DPS). This will allow identity of the contributing factors to minority over-representation and explain differences at all contact stages of the system.

ii. The Muskie/UM Law/JJAG project continues with the development of the survey instrument, nomination of those to be interviewed, the interviews being conducted and analysis of the project and the data collected.

iii. We will combine the quantitative data from CORIS and DPS and the qualitative data from the Muskie/UM Law/JJAG project and, if DMC has been demonstrated and contributing factors determined, develop an intervention plan for reduction.

b) Timeline

January, 2009 - Judges, Assistant District Attorneys, School Resource Officers, Juvenile Community Corrections Officers, defense attorneys, and juveniles and their families will be surveyed.

March – May 2009 – Data will be recorded and analysis will begin. The Muskie School will assist with research activities, analysis and the development of findings and recommendations.

June, 2009 – The JJAG will review findings and recommendations.
September to December, 2009 – If DMC is found an intervention plan will be developed.

Phase IV: Evaluation

With the Muskie School and the Law school we will evaluate the efficacy of our effort. The Muskie School will document research scholarship by analyzing and integrating findings from quantitative analyses with the qualitative research findings.
Phase V: Monitoring

The Muskie School will collect and analyze data for juvenile justice decision points contained in CORIS for the years 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008 to generate trend data for juvenile DMC in Maine. To comply with OJJDP requirements, emphasis will be placed on assessing DMC in Maine counties with the highest proportion of minority populations, such as Washington, Androscoggin, Cumberland, and Penobscot counties. Because statistical significance is more likely to be achieved in these counties for one or more decision points, trend data is more likely to generate information to help inform policy and practice. 


Timeline:


April, 2009 – Analysis of 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008 CORIS and MDPS data.
March – May 2009 – Data will be recorded and analysis will begin on the JJAG/Muskie/Law School project. The Muskie School will assist with research activities, analysis and the development of findings and recommendations.

June, 2009 – The JJAG will review findings and recommendations.

September to December, 2009 – If DMC is found an intervention plan will be developed.

13. Coordination of Child Abuse and Neglect and Delinquency Programs

A. Reducing the Caseload of Probation Officers

The Maine Department of Corrections uses general funds for the Juvenile Detention Alternative Program (JDAP) to provide case management thereby reducing the load of the Juvenile Community Corrections Officer (JCCO). This program is administered by private agencies under contract to MDOC. Youth are diverted to JDAP by JCCOs.

B. Sharing Public Child Welfare Records With the Courts in the Juvenile Justice System 

Pursuant to Section 223(a)(26) of the JJDP Act, in Maine the court either asks or is notified by the Juvenile Community Corrections Officer of the existence of a juvenile’s public child welfare records (including child protective services records) for the geographical area under the jurisdiction of that court.  Additionally Maine Revised Statutes title 34-B, chapter 15 §15003 requires that the Departments of Corrections, Health and Human Services, and Education enter into agreements that provide mechanisms for planning, developing and designating lead responsibility for each child's care and for coordinating care and supportive services. The departments must provide for access to information among departments.
C. Establishing Policies and Systems To Incorporate Relevant Child Protective Services Records Into Juvenile Justice Records 

Pursuant to Section 223(a)(27) of the JJDP Act, the state shall establish policies and systems to incorporate relevant child protective services records into juvenile justice records for purposes of establishing and implementing treatment plans for juvenile offenders. 

Pursuant to Section 223(a)(28) of the JJDP Act, juvenile offenders whose placement is funded through Section 472 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 672) receive the protections specified in Section 471 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 671), including a case plan and case plan review as defined in Section 475 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 675). 

6. Collecting and Sharing Juvenile Justice Information

A. Maine Department of Corrections (MDOC) accesses juvenile justice information from its own Correctional Information System (CORIS), our own Compliance Monitoring data from jails and lock-ups, and the Maine Department of Public Safety (MDPS). Other data relevant to child welfare comes directly from the Maine Departments of Health and Human Services (to include child welfare) and Education. 

Because Maine has a centralized corrections system the CORIS provides data from arrest to commitment including education and human services data on DOC children.

Data is collected yearly for the 3-Year Plan and is then available to the public on our website.

Mental health, social welfare, and public health as well as the Medicaid program are administered and operated by the Department of Health and Human Services.  The Department of Education oversees the educational programs operated by the municipalities.  The MDOC has memorandums of agreement with both departments for the sharing of information in the care of children.

B. A barrier to collection and sharing information and data is that various state agencies, including the courts and law enforcement agencies have a different information system. None of these systems ‘speak’ to others. We consider ourselves very fortunate that MDPS now has a database that allows us to receive spreadsheets to upload rather than hand counting reports.

The Compliance Monitor, due to our jails and lock-ups not having complimenting information systems, must continue to hand count and compile data. We are set to implement an electronic data collection system to allow jails and police departments to submit reports electronically.

7. Statement of the Problem/Program Narrative

A. Program Area Code and Title: Alternatives to Detention - 02

According to Maine Statute Title 15, Ch. 505, §3202-A, 4. C., detention, if ordered, must be in the least restrictive residential setting that will serve the purposes of the Maine Juvenile Code as provided in Section 3002 and one of the following purposes of detention: (1) To ensure the presence of the juvenile at subsequent court proceedings; (2) To provide physical care for a juvenile who can not return home because there is no parent or other suitable person willing and able to supervise and care for the juvenile adequately; (3) To prevent the juvenile from harming or intimidating any witness or otherwise threatening the orderly progress of the court proceedings; (4) To prevent the juvenile from inflicting bodily harm on others; or (5) To protect the juvenile from an immediate threat of bodily harm. [1999, c. 624, Pt. B, §5 (amd).]   

Maine continues to explore alternatives to detention that ensure juvenile offenders are held in the least restrictive environment appropriate when considering the purposes and mandates of the Maine Juvenile Code.  Pathways to Juvenile Detention Reform, Consider the Alternatives suggests that, “Detention should be viewed as a legal status, with varying levels of custody supervision, rather than as a building.” With this in mind Maine has worked to develop alternatives to be sure youth are placed in detention options that are appropriate to the risks they pose.

We will continue to solicit applications for funding from agencies and program providers who are able to provide Alternatives to Detention programs. These        solicitations will be specific as to what is needed as opposed to a more general        RFP.  Grants will be made to programs using evidence-based practice models.        Fidelity to the program model will be a specific requirement in all contracts and        will be required in Outcome Measure reporting. We will continue to educate the        larger community about the enhanced value of effective programs.

In addition to ensuring that programs offered to juveniles involved in or at risk of becoming involved in the juvenile justice system are proven to be effective at reducing recidivism, the JJAG will continue to encourage that only the appropriate level of service be given to each offender.

This initiative seeks to eliminate the inappropriate or unnecessary use of secure detention by increasing the number of alternatives and enhancing the effectiveness of already existing alternatives to secure detention, so that youth are not securely detained for a lack of viable options.  

Research tells us that keeping youth detained for over thirty days negatively influences their ability to adjust upon their return home.  Additionally, the time the young offender spends in detention is not supported by structured programming.  

Our work initiated through the Jurisdictional Planning Assistance (JPA) process continues in the southern part of the state.  This planning model applies research on effective practices, operations, and systems in juvenile justice jurisdictions in both juvenile detention and corrections.  The NJDA/Youth Law Center curriculum has been applied through intensive strategic planning involving core jurisdictional team members, promoting the reduction of the use of juvenile confinement as the focal point for the local juvenile justice system to evaluate its goals, objectives, and practices. The purpose of this initiative is to collect and analyze data relating to detention practice, identify pathways in and out of secure detention, and assess the array of alternatives to physically secure detention placements.  A Statewide Steering Committee oversees this work. These groups are representative of a broad range of stakeholders, including the Judiciary, Prosecutors, Defense Counsel, the Department of Corrections, the Department of Education and a variety of services providers and others.  Work focuses in the area of diverting juveniles with mental health needs from secure detention to the extent possible.  Work includes the engagement of schools, timely assessment, collaborative team planning, and the development of a broad array of resources and alternatives.   

The Juvenile Detention Alternative Program (JDAP) is funded by the Department of Corrections through a competitive contracting process and is available, statewide. This program is based on detention best practice as defined though Jurisdictional Assistance Planning.  The numbers of juveniles who are securely detained are dropping, and the length of stay is being reduced.  


[Data is unavailable at submission time and will be added later.]

B. Program goal: 

Appropriate comprehensive services for all youth who are at risk to become or who are involved in Maine’s juvenile justice system

C. Program objectives: 

· Increase organizational capacity

· Improve planning and development 

· Improve program quality

· Improve program activities

· Reduce delinquency

·  Improve system effectiveness

· Increase Accountability

· Increase program support

D. Activities and services planned: 

Activities might include cultural or gender appropriate diversion or treatment program, day reporting, therapeutic foster care, youth focused community policing, community resolution activities, community service and restitution, validation and implementation of risk assessment tools, research, compilation of data regarding what works, and support for training of personnel working with youth at risk.

E. Performance measures: 

Output

· FG funds awarded for services

· Number of program youth served

· Number of program slots available

· Number and percent of program staff trained

Outcome 

· Number and percent of program youth who offend or re-offend

· Number and percent of program families satisfied with program

· Number and percent of program youth completing the program requirements

· Number and percent of program staff with increased knowledge of program area

F. Budget

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$30,000
	0

	2010
	$30,000
	0

	2011
	$30,000
	0


A. Program Area Code and Title: Compliance Monitoring - 06

Section 223(a)(15) of the JJDP Act requires that the plan provide for an adequate system of monitoring jails, detention facilities, and non-secure facilities to insure that the requirements of separation, deinstitutionalization, and jail removal are met.  It also requires that an annual report of the results of such monitoring be submitted to the Administrator of the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. 

Maine Juvenile Justice Advisory Group met its compliance monitoring goals in 2008 despite having a new Compliance Monitor. 

Due to state budget shortfalls we have another new Compliance Monitor who will receive training and on-going technical assistance as well as OJJDP New Compliance Monitor training. 

The Compliance Monitor will continue the rigorous manner of compliance checks outlined here. The JJAG is committed to monitoring our juvenile holding facilities. The Compliance Monitor will identify and inspect homeless shelters and group homes that provide services under public authority to ensure they are non-secure.

Utilizing the Correctional Information System (CORIS) the Compliance Monitor will review all detentions pursuant to Valid Court Orders (VCO) and Violating Conditions of Release (VCR) to ensure that the underlying offense is not a status offense if secure detention is a result of a violation. 

Legislation to keep status offenders from being securely detained and to separate juveniles from adults in adult-serving facilities went into effect in the early 70s.  Maine has been in compliance with both these requirements since the passage of the Act.  Compliance with Section 223(a)(13), removal of juveniles from adult-serving jails and lockups has improved greatly over the past few years and is near the 100% goal for compliance.  

      B. Program Goal:   

Maintain compliance with the core requirements of the JJDP Act and monitor the performance of JJAG sub-grantees.

           C.  Program Objectives:

· Improve monitoring of compliance

· Increase compliance with Core Requirements

· Increase program support

D. Activities and Services Planned:

The compliance monitor will receive OJJDP training and technical assistance. The Compliance Monitor will update the list of licensed juvenile residential facilities in conjunction with the Maine Department of Health and Human Services (which licenses these facilities annually) according to the definitions in the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act. The Compliance Monitor will update the Policies and Procedures Manual and the Monitoring Universe each year. The Compliance Monitor will collect data on the secure detention of juvenile offenders. Technical assistance will be provided to adult jails and lockups, Juvenile Corrections Officers, Assistant District Attorneys, Judges and sub-grantees as needed. On site inspections of secure facilities will be performed at a rate of 100% per year. Facilities certified as non-secure will be inspected at a rate of 30% each year.

            E.  Performance Measures:

Outputs

· Funds allocated to adhere to Section 223 (a) (14) of the JJDP Act of 2002

· Number of activities that address compliance with Section 223 (a) (14) of the JJDP Act of 2002

· Number of facilities receiving TA

Outcomes 

· Submission of Annual Monitoring Report to OJJDP Annual on-site inspection of all adult jails

· Number and percent of program staff with increased knowledge of program area

F. Budget:

	 FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$65,000
	0

	2010
	$65,000
	0

	2011
	$65,000
	0


A.  Program Area Code and Title: Delinquency Prevention – 09

The Maine Department of Corrections Division of Juvenile Services is responsible for processing youth referred from local law enforcement agencies for the commission of juvenile offenses. These referrals consists of the wide range of cases from first time offenders referred for relatively minor infractions to repeat offenders referred for more serious offense. The Division of Juvenile services must focus its resources on the more high risk offenders to promote public safety and impact recidivism rates.  However the Division of Juvenile Services continues to receive a significant number of referrals on youth categorized as low risk offenders that must still be assessed and processed by departmental staff.  Many of these referrals come to the Department because there are limited or no effective community based diversion programs in many communities throughout the state.

In an effort to effectively divert these low risk offenders from the system we need  to encourage and support the development of a range of  programs and services aimed at identifying  and addressing the factors that are leading to their initial involvement in the juvenile justice system.  These community based programs should be available to local  law enforcement agencies and the DOC as a diversion alterative focused on preventing further penetration of first time/low risk juvenile offenders into the juvenile justice system. Effective diversion programs must focus on assessing and building on the Developmental Assets of both individual youth and the communities in which they live. Effective programs would employ the strategies identified by the Search Institute to educate and mobilize communities around the concept of assessing and improving the range of positive External Developmental assets within the community. Effective programs would also work with individual young people and families around the development of positive Internal Developmental assets that help young people make thoughtful and positive choices when faced with challenges or negative influences in their lives. Programs will be based on evidence based practices that have a proven track record of producing positive outcomes for youth and families through a strategy of asset development.

According to the Maine Youth Drug and Alcohol Use Survey (MYDAUS) administered to students in grades six to twelve in schools across Maine students self-report that 12.1% of them have attacked another with the intention to harm; 4% report having been arrested; 9.6% report havening been suspended from school; 2.7% report having carried a hand gun without permission; 44.3% report using alcohol and 12.5% report participation in binge drinking; 22.7% report using marijuana; 10.8% report using inhalants; 10.8% report using prescription drugs and 9.7% report using other illegal drugs (MYDAUS, Appendix ii).

One third of Maine’s children live at or below 200% of the federal poverty level. In Waldo, Somerset, Piscataquis and Washington counties the rates are from 23.1% to 28.4% (Washington County) (2009 Kids Count, Appendix i).

The percentage of children being served in the Subsidized School Lunch Program increased from 37.5% in the 2007-08 school year to 39% in the 2008-09 school year. The percentage of teens aged 15 to 19 who are neither in school nor working rose from 5% in 2006 to 6% in 2007 though we are below the national average for disengaged youth. We have an increase in the rate of children with special needs (2009 Kids Count, Appendix i). 

The leading cause of death for teens 15 to 19 is unintentional injuries and 70% of those are motor vehicle accidents (2009 Kids Count, Appendix i).

Maine had 4,233 substantiated victims of child abuse and/or neglect (2009 Kids Count, Appendix i).

Maine’s drop out rate is 4.97% with a high of 22.92% in Hancock County and a low of zero at two island schools. Two of our alternative schools had rates of 18.75% and 16.67% (MDOE Appendix vi).

Students taking the MYDAUS report that they participated in pro-social behaviors: 57.7% report volunteering to do community service and 77.4% reported they had done extra work for school. 

Arrest rates are down. Children ages 10 to 17 decreased 42% from 1997 to 2007 (2009 Kids Count, Appendix i)

The JJAG recognizes the need to strengthen the diversion network that currently works to provide services to at-risk youth and for low risk offenders. We currently are providing support to Collaborative Problem Solving programs through contracted services with Dr. Ross Green who has brought this approach to the City of Sanford, Maine. Dr. Green is working with parents, schools, law enforcement, city officials and community members to create an understanding that some challenging youth behavior can be attributed to what he describes and “lagging skills and unsolved problems”. A careful inventory of these challenges can provide vital information needed to understand and help to change the child’s behavior.

Additional resources are currently being directed to support “restorative justice practices” and “restorative discipline practices” that incorporate community resolution teams and “circle groups” in schools to provide for remediation without involvement of the juvenile justice system. 

The JJAG will continue to analyze these practices and provide support where we can. We will continue to support effective delinquency prevention programs that address family and child needs prior to the development of criminal behavior.

Juvenile justice system-involved youth are far too often separated from parents and other family members both physically and emotionally. Behavior change can be supported and maintained by parents and family who feel a part of the system of change.  We are exploring the possibility of providing support and advocacy for parents by using existing parent support networks (ie., Maine Parent Federation, GEAR Parent Network, Mainely Parents). We have also identified that we might support a pilot project that could test the benefit of connecting parents/families that are new to the system with parents/families that have had a positive experience.

There should be “no wrong door” for a parent/caregiver to enter for information and support for their family.

B.  Program Goals

To reduce delinquency and youth violence by supporting communities in providing their children, families, neighborhoods, and institutions with the knowledge, skills and opportunities necessary to foster a healthy and nurturing environment which supports the growth and development of productive and responsible citizens building on their strengths.

C.  Program Objectives

· Number of program youth served

· Number of parents served

· Average length of stay in program

· Improve program activities 

· Improve program quality 

· Improve planning and development 

· Increase organizational capacity

· Improve pro-social behaviors

· Increase accountability 

· Increase program support

D. Activities and services planned 

Types of activities to be supported will vary, depending on the specific goals and assessment outcomes of funded communities, but is expected to include:

	Ÿ Mentoring
	Ÿ Anti-bullying programs

	Ÿ Conflict Management
	Ÿ Family capacity Building

	Ÿ Community Service Learning
	Ÿ Intergenerational Relationship Building

	Ÿ Recreation
	Ÿ Cultural Awareness Building

	Ÿ Crisis intervention for youth 

exposed to family violence
	Ÿ Alternative education services to prevent expulsions

	Ÿ Collaborative Problem Solving
	Ÿ Restorative Discipline practices


Evaluation of prevention programs will also be supported, to determine effectiveness as a basis for advocating for wider implementation of prevention strategies.


E. Performance Measures

Outputs 

· FG funds awarded for services

· Number of program slots available

· Number and percent of program staff trained

· Number of program youth served

Outcomes 

· Number and percent of program youth exhibiting desired change in targeted behaviors 

· Number and percent of youth completing program requirements

· Number and percent of program families satisfied with program

· Number and percent of program staff with increased knowledge of program area

F. Budget.

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$180,000
	0

	2010
	$180,000
	0

	2011
	$180,000
	0


Disproportionate Minority Contact

A. Program Area Code and Title: Disproportionate Minority Contact-10

Insufficient data make it difficult, if not impossible, to determine whether minority youth are over-represented in Maine’s juvenile justice system.  The JJAG has contracted with the Muskie School of Public Service, to collect data regarding disproportionate minority contacts (DMC).   

The number of minority youth in our state is small and it makes the data collected unreliable. We need to continue our data collection efforts and solicit input from stakeholder groups about conditions and actions related to this issue. We will move forward to take action as targeted strategies can be identified that will reduce the overrepresentation of minorities.

The Maine Juvenile Justice Advisory Group (JJAG) is committed to improving the capacity of the state to report accurate information about the proportion of Maine’s minority juveniles who come into contact with the juvenile justice system. The JJAG is also committed to addressing disproportionate minority contact, wherever it occurs, using evidence based and promising strategies, tools and interventions to ensure that (1) minority youth that should be are diverted from the system in the first place, and that (2) those minority youth who find themselves in the juvenile justice system do not as a group receive harsher sanctions than white youth who exhibit similar risk levels, behavioral issues, and new criminal behaviors.  

Maine’s DMC initiative is a multi–phased, sustained effort that may require systems improvement over many years to build a juvenile justice system that is more sensitive to cultural differences. Phase I of DMC - Identification and Monitoring – has been focused on the determination of whether (and where) disproportionate minority contact exists in the juvenile justice system.  Data are collected from multiple sources to identify juvenile minority overrepresentation at key decision points. The Identification phase is ongoing; states routinely monitor quantitative trends. At this time, Maine has built sufficient capacity to being monitoring DMC by analyzing trend data, although certain data issues persist – e.g. Maine has very small numbers; Maine does not yet report ethnicity data. 

The Maine JJAG has begun Phase 2 of DMC – Assessment. The extent of DMC and the contributing factors varies by state and within individual jurisdictions. Recognizing this, OJJDP encourages states and localities to develop innovative approaches to conduct the assessment. A DMC assessment, however, must resolve several methodological issues, including which jurisdictions and decision points and what type of research design and data or subjects are most appropriate and feasible (OJJDP DMC Technical Assistance Manual, 3rd Edition, Chapter 2: Assessment). 

B. Program goal: 

To improve the state’s capacity to report accurate information about juvenile DMC.

C. Program objectives: 

· Increase organizational/system capacity

· Improve planning and development

· Improve system effectiveness

D. Activities and services planned:

The JJAG has entered into innovative agreements with both the Muskie School of Public Service and the University of Maine School of Law. These agreements and the DMC research model builds on the strengths of Maine’s JJAG, the leader of the DMC initiative, the University of Maine School of Law, and USM Muskie School of Public Service. These partners are implementing best practice by planning and collaborating with researchers on the DMC assessment study before, during, and after it is undertaken. 

The Muskie School will collect and analyze data for juvenile justice decision points contained in CORIS for the years 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008 to generate trend data for juvenile DMC in Maine. To comply with OJJDP requirements, emphasis will be placed on assessing DMC in Maine counties with the highest proportion of minority populations, such as Washington, Androscoggin, Cumberland, and Penobscot counties. Because statistical significance is more likely to be achieved in these counties for one or more decision points, trend data is more likely to generate information to help inform policy and practice. 

The primary purpose of Identification and Monitoring is descriptive – it provides a quantitative answer to whether there are differences in the contact that youth have with the juvenile justice system based on race and ethnicity. Beyond that, this phase should provide initial and ongoing guidance for targeted inquiries (assessment) as to the mechanisms and reasons for such differences. Analysis of identification data will assist Maine with the following questions:

· Are there differences in the rates of contact (e.g., arrest) based on race/ethnicity? If so, at what stages of the justice system are these differences more pronounced?

· Are there differences in the processing of juveniles within the justice system based on race/ethnicity? If so, at what stages of the justice system are these differences more pronounced?

· Are the differences in contact and processing similar across all racial and ethnic groups? If not, which groups seem to show the greatest differences?

· Are racial/ethnic differences in contact and processing changing over time? (DMC Technical Assistance Manual, 3rd Edition, Chapter 1, Identification and Monitoring)

Maine’s Assessment project will identify and describe the factors that persons involved in Maine’s juvenile justice system perceive as most important in determining the amount of minority contact. The state of Maine will gain the ability to effectively address specific aspects of the juvenile justice system that may unintentionally increase the likelihood of disproportionate minority contact.

Analysis of assessment data will assist Maine with the following research questions:

· What factors most determine a decision to proceed in a particular manner?

· How does the minority status of a juvenile affect the weighting of these factors?

· What features of the system affect the number of minorities processed and why?

· What barriers or issues do the actors in the system (including the juvenile) perceive as important?

E. Performance measures: 

Outputs

· FG funds awarded for DMC at the state and local levels

· Number of FTEs funded with FG funds

· Number and percent of program staff trained

· Number of hours of program staff training provided

Outcomes

· Number of agencies with improved data collection systems

· Number of state agencies reporting improved data collection systems

· Number and percent of staff with increased knowledge of program area

F. Budget:

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$80,000
	0

	2010
	$80,000
	0

	2011
	$80,000
	0


Systems Improvement

A. Program Area Code and Title: Systems Improvement - 19

1. Not all youth involved with or at risk of becoming involved with the juvenile justice system are receiving appropriate comprehensive mental health, substance abuse and/or family support services. The JJAG will bring attention to the need to preserve and expand community level and home-based services.  We will work to identify a continuum of care. Obstacles to service delivery include everything from lack of treatment providers, lack of financial resources to acquire services, and to lack of transportation to and from providers who may be a significant distance from the juvenile and his or her family.

While in some locations it is common for juveniles to receive mental health screening and evaluation early in the juvenile justice process, in other locations screening and evaluation are almost never utilized.  The JJAG is committed to assisting the development of appropriate intervention and prevention services throughout the entire State and will continue to support efforts to expand resources for juveniles and their families. This calls for strong working relationships between families, schools, community agencies and Courts.

We will continue to support integration of services and to identify barriers to long-term and short-term residential and community treatment including home-based care.  Maine is using a model of “jurisdictional team planning” in several regions which we will continue to review.

2. Over the past several years there has been a great deal of research regarding what methods are most effective at preventing and intervening in juvenile crime.  However many judges, juvenile justice professionals, legislators and the general public may not have had access to accurate and current information about “what works” for juvenile offenders and those at risk of becoming involved with the juvenile justice system.  

The JJAG will continue to provide judges, legislators, juvenile justice professionals and the general public with training and reliable information regarding “what works” so that scarce and diminishing financial resources are spent only on the most effective services.

Maine’s Supreme Court Chief Justice has recently proposed a Juvenile Justice Summit to convene members of the judiciary and provide educational programs on a variety of topics, including:

· Best evidence practices to assist first time/low risk offenders

· Adolescent brain development

· Positive Youth Development strategies in the community and in corrections programs

· Recidivism

· Comprehensive systems approach

The Summit will be designed to help identify specific outcomes and develop action planning. The JJAG will provide support to the planning and implementation of this Summit and will work to assure that it becomes a recurring event.

3. In an effort to ensure that we have the most current information regarding the most effective prevention and intervention practices, we will explore the possibility of hiring a consultant/contractor who can conduct research.  The consultant will work with the JJAG to develop a comprehensive strategy e.g. identifying unmet needs in Maine’s various regions; soliciting bids for particular evidence-based practices that the JJAG believes will prevent or reduce juvenile crime. We expect to use this information to support our grant funding decisions and to seek additional funding from the State or from Foundation funders.

4. The issues of effective assistance of counsel continues to be an important concern for our state. In an ideal world fewer youth would ENTER Maine’s juvenile justice system. We will continue to support training for defense attorneys and prosecutors.  Other professionals whose decisions impact youth at risk may be included in shared training. Experience tells us that shared learning in a classroom/face to face environment is very effective and is the preferred method for training. However, given the rural nature of our state, we will explore opportunities for web-based training that may be live or in video format.

The defense of juveniles requires special information.  Many attorneys, especially in rural areas may be called to represent juveniles who do not have experience. We will explore the possibility of creating a consultation group of experienced attorneys who could provide support and information on an on-call basis.

5. The JJAG remains committed to advocating for the rights of Juveniles and strongly contending that they be exempt from any law requiring participation in a national web-based public registry such as the Adam Walsh Act. We believe that juveniles who engage in sexual offending behavior should not be treated in the same fashion as adults who engage in those offending behaviors.

6. The JJAG remains committed to examining the issues of girls/females in the system. The number of girls who are being detained and confined is increasing. An analysis of those detention decisions demonstrates that some girls are being detained who have been determined to be at a lower risk level for continued criminality than boys who are not being detained.

We will continue to explore and provide support to effective programs and strategies that provide structured alternatives to detention specifically for girls.  In this work, we will be informed by current research on the consequences of childhood trauma and the benefits of a “system of care” model for meeting the needs of these youth.

7. Juvenile justice system-involved youth are far too often separated from parents and other family members both physically and emotionally. Behavior change can be supported and maintained by parents and family who feel a part of the system of change.  We hope to expand support and advocacy for parents by using existing parent support networks (ie., Maine Parent Federation, GEAR Parent Network, Mainely Parents). We have also considered a pilot project that could test the benefit of connecting parents/families who are new to the system with parents/families who have had a positive experience. There should be “no wrong door” for a parent/caregiver to enter for information and support for their family.

8. Within the past year, there has been a surge in requests for determination of adjudicative competency of juveniles.  Unfortunately, current Maine statutes do not provide standards for adjudicative competency for juveniles, nor do they offer authority for what action a court may take upon find that a juvenile lacks adjudicative competency.   The JJAG is committed to assisting legal and mental health professionals develop standards for determining when a juvenile lacks adjudicative competency.   Furthermore, the JJAG will support legislative changes to clarify what action the juvenile court may take if it finds that an individual juvenile lacks competency due to mental illness, mental retardation and/or developmental immaturity.  

B. Program Goals

To improve Maine’s juvenile justice system by increasing compliance with the Core Requirements and increasing the availability and types of prevention and intervention types.

C. Program Objectives

· Increase organizational capacity

· Improve planning and development

· Improve program activities

· Improve program efficiency

· Improve system effectiveness

· Increase system capacity

D. Activities and Services

Maine needs a comprehensive way of examining how to improve its juvenile justice system and coordinate its goals. Working with the Supreme Court Justice, the Executive Branch, the University of Maine School of Law and the Muskie School for Public Services we will join in the creation of a Maine Commission on Juvenile Justice and provide an opportunity for Maine to benchmark /develop its own juvenile justice system reform indicators. It will also, perhaps most importantly, develop priorities for the future. A Commission can also leverage resources to improve the Maine juvenile justice system in various ways, including a summit and other opportunities for stakeholder participation, based on the most urgent needs and priorities.

The JJAG is committed to assisting the development of appropriate intervention and prevention services throughout the entire State and will continue to support efforts to expand resources for juveniles and their families. This calls for strong working relationships between families, schools, community agencies and Courts.

We will support integration of services and to identify barriers to long-term and short-term residential and community treatment including home-based care.  Maine is using a model of “jurisdictional team planning” in several regions which we will continue to review and support.

In an effort to ensure that we have the most current information regarding the most effective prevention and intervention practices, we will explore hiring a consultant/contractor who can conduct research.  The consultant will work with the JJAG to develop a comprehensive strategy e.g. identifying unmet needs in Maine’s various regions; soliciting bids for particular evidence-based practices that the JJAG believes will prevent or reduce juvenile crime. We expect to use this information to support our grant funding decisions and to seek additional funding from the State or from Foundation funders.

We are exploring the possibility of providing support and advocacy for parents by using existing parent support networks (i.e., Maine Parent Federation, GEAR Parent Network, Mainely Parents). We have also identified that we might support a pilot project that could test the benefit of connecting parents/families who are new to the system with parents/families who have had a positive experience.

The JJAG remains committed to advocating for the rights of juveniles and strongly contending that they be exempt from any law requiring participation in a national web-based public registry such as that contemplated in the Adam Walsh Act.

We will explore and provide support to effective programs and strategies that provide structured alternatives to detention specifically for girls.

We are committed to promoting the adoption of an adjudicatory competency standard and protocols approved by stakeholders through legislation and implemented by the Court and through legislation.  

E. Performance Measures

Output 

· FG funds awarded (for JJ system improvement)

· Number of programs implemented

· Number of hours of program staff training provided 

· Number of program youth served

     Outcome 

· Number and percent of youth completing program requirements

· Number and percent of youth exhibiting a desired change in substance use, antisocial behavior and family relationships

· Average length of time between initial court appearance and disposition

F. Budget

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$122,000
	0

	2010
	$122,000
	0

	2011
	$122,000
	0


American Indian Programs

A. Program Area Code and Title: American Indian Programs – 22

The JJDP Act requires states to pass funds through to federally recognize native communities.  The amount based on the proportion of Native American juveniles to the total juvenile population in the state is provided to the state administrative agency by the grantor agency.  Each year’s pass through requirement is an amount insufficient to support any initiative and the JJAG regularly adds to the allocation for Indian Juvenile justice activities.

The Wabanaki People of Maine include the Aroostook Band of Micmacs in Presque Isle, the Houlton Band of the Maliseets, the Passamaquoddy Tribe at Indian Township, the Passamaquoddy Tribe at Pleasant Point and the Penobscot Nation on Indian Island. All the tribes have federal recognition.

Like many Indian reservations, Maine reservations are plagued by unemployment and poverty. Youth residing on native lands have been found to have higher rates of delinquent behaviors. 

Transitioning from middle school to high school tends to be a difficult time for many Native children, many of whom choose to leave school before graduation. Dropping out of school leaves youth with large quantities of idle time, directly contributing to higher rates of delinquency. More importantly, school dropout rates directly affect the rates of substance abuse among youth. In a study by Swain and others, data was analyzed on self-reported substance abuse among majority and minority populations and concluded that all ethnic groups have similar prevalence rates, but the rates of substance abuse are highest among school dropouts when compared with students remaining in school.  Within this context, the high school dropout rates for the native children are particularly problematic.  Native youth drop out rate ranges from 25% to 60% as reported by the Penobscot Nation and is well above Maine’s statewide average of only 4.97%.

In addition, Juvenile justice systems in tribal communities are chronically under funded and lack comprehensive programs that focus on preventing juvenile delinquency, providing intervention services, and imposing appropriate sanctions. Law enforcement and justice personnel in American Indian communities receive insufficient and inadequate training.

The Passamaquoddy Tribe and the Penobscot Nation maintain tribal courts and a juvenile justice system. The Houlton Band of Maliseets is working to build their tribal court. 

The Division of Juvenile Services and the tribal court system have a very good working relationship that allows tribal youth in the state system a tribal support system. Additionally information is shared on tribal youth to provide the best care possible.

B. Program Goal

Appropriate comprehensive services for all Native youth who are at risk becoming or who are involved with the Tribal Court juvenile justice system or the State juvenile justice system.

C. Program Objectives

Adequate services that address specific and comprehensive needs of Tribal youth who are at risk becoming or who are involved in Tribal Courts juvenile justice system and their families.

       
D. Activities and services planned

Types of activities to be supported will vary depending on the specific goals and assessment outcome of funded communities.  Evaluation and prevention programs will also be supported, to determine effectiveness as a basis for advocating for wider implementation of prevention strategies.

The long-term goal is to reduce the juvenile recidivism rate among tribal youth offenders, while establishing and maintaining accountability-based programs designed to reduce recidivism rates among juveniles who are referred by law enforcement personnel or agencies.

Juvenile Intake Officer- The Juvenile Intake Officer and Juvenile Court Coordinator will review each complaint and decide how each case should be handled.  At this time comprehensive information is gathered from the youth to determine whether the youth should be diverted from the Juvenile Justice System or determine what services are appropriate. This position will work with the youth offender, parent/guardians and victims to determine the best solution whether an informal or formal adjustment is appropriate.  Accurate initial assessment is crucial in order for preventable measures for at risk youth to be implemented.  Assessment information would include: 

· The conduct resulting in the current law enforcement contact

· Physical and mental health status

· Education background and needs

· Substance use or abuse history

· Prior and current contact with social services

· Offense history or prior police contact

· Abuse or neglect history

· Economic situation or job status

· Demographic information

Youth Advocate- The youth advocate will act as the primary contact to work with court-involved youth, to encourage them to complete their disciplinary programs, and deter negative behavior through their participation.  The Youth Out Reach Project consists of a two-phase program geared towards: 1.) educating the youth about the dangers of criminal actions and delinquency and 2.) assisting them in preventing future involvement in criminal or delinquent acts.  The estimated length of the program is 6-8 weeks reserved for phase one and 4-6 weeks reserved for phase two.  However, the program’s projected time period may be affected by a number of many factors, such as: the youth’s participation (i.e. not attending scheduled appointments or refusing to complete activities, etc.); a court-ordered decision (i.e. the judge may order the youth to complete a specific number of service hours that cannot be completed in the allotted 6-8 week period, etc.) Upon completion of the program, the youth will be given the opportunity to remain a part of the Youth Out Reach Project, at which time his/her involvement will be explicitly voluntary.  Should a youth volunteer to remain, they will be afforded the opportunity to assist and support other youth participating in the program.

E. Performance Measures

Output 

· FG funds awarded for services

· Number of program slots available

· Number and percent of program staff trained

· Number of program youth served

· Average length of stay in program

Outcome 

· Number and percent of program youth who offend or reoffend

· Number and percent of program youth exhibiting desired change in targeted behaviors

· Number and percent of youth completing program requirements

· Number and percent of program staff with increased knowledge of program area

F. Budget

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$15,000
	0

	2010
	$15,000
	0

	2011
	$15,000
	0


A. Program Area Code and Title: Planning and Administration -23

The Maine Department of Corrections is designated by the Governor as the sole agency responsible for supervising the State Advisory Group (JJAG) in the preparation and administration of the state plan within the meaning of the JJDP Act. Administration of the program is supported by federal funds with State general fund appropriation as match.  A full time juvenile justice specialist staffs the program with support of a full time Compliance Monitor and half time administrative help. 

B. Program Goal

To improve Juvenile Justice systems by increasing compliance with the Core Requirements and increasing the availability and types of prevention and intervention programs

C. Program Objectives

To support both state and local prevention and intervention efforts and the JJ system improvements

D. Activities and services planned:

1. Submit to the Governor and the Legislature, at least annually, recommendations with respect to matters related to its functions, including State compliance with the requirements of the Act;

2. Review and approve or disapprove all juvenile justice and delinquency prevention subgrant applications submitted to the Juvenile Justice Advisory Group;

3. Monitor State compliance with the requirements of the Act;

4. Develop more effective education, training, research, prevention, diversion, treatment and rehabilitation programs in the area of juvenile delinquency and improvement of the juvenile justice system;

5. Review the progress and accomplishments of juvenile justice and delinquency prevention projects funded under the State plan; 

6. Regularly seek comments and opinions from juveniles currently under the jurisdiction of the juvenile justice system;

7. Develop programs and systems to facilitate the sharing of information about juvenile justice issues between organizations, agencies, and individuals; and

8. Provide education, advice, recommendations to, and advocacy before, organizations that impact the juvenile justice system.

E. Performance Measures

Outputs

· FG funds awarded to P & A

· Number of planning activities conducted

· Number of subgrants awarded

· Number and percent of programs funded using best practice models

Outcomes

· Number and percent of programs funded directly in line with the 3-year Plan

· Number and percent of FG programs evaluated

· Average time from receipt of subgrant application to date of award

F. Budget

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2000
	$48,000
	$48,000

	2010
	$48,000
	$48,000

	2011
	$48,000
	$48,000


A. Program Area and Title: School Programs - 27

Students involved in the juvenile justice system and at risk of becoming involved in the juvenile justice system may be facing expulsion and suspension from school more frequently than necessary.  It has been difficult to discern exact ratios of suspended and expelled students due to differences in data collections among schools and School Administrative Districts. The JJAG recognizes that suspended and/or expelled students are at a high risk for engaging in criminal behavior and subsequent involvement in the juvenile justice system.

Maine’s drop out rate is 4.97% with a high of 22.92% in Hancock County and a low of zero at two island schools. Two of our alternative schools had rates of 18.75% and 16.67% (MDOE Appendix vi).

Students taking the MYDAUS report that they participated in pro-social behaviors: 57.7% report volunteering to do community service and 77.4% reported they had done extra work for school. 

According to the Maine Youth Drug and Alcohol Use Survey (MYDAUS) administered to students in grades six to twelve in schools across Maine students self-report that 9.6% have been suspended from school (Appendix ii).

The majority of prevention programs in schools target 5th graders and the fewest targeted 11th and 12th graders. Two thirds (67%) of schools reported involving the community in their drug and violence prevention efforts.

Maine schools reported a total of 9,754 incidents in the 2006-2007 school year.  Drug-related policy violations comprised 22% of the total incidents reported in all schools and 30% of the incidents in high schools. Personal offenses, criminal acts, and policy violations incidents made up the vast majority of reported incidents (74%). 

A total of 6,015 offenders were responsible for 9,432 of the reported incidents, or an average of 1.6 incidents per offender, indicating a number of repeat offenders. Student offenders accounted for nearly the entire total.

This averages to 3.1 student offenders per 100 students for all schools.

While students made up nearly all of the offenders, victims included students (83%), school personnel (10%) and others (7%).

Of all removals from school, 57% occurred in senior high schools 22% occurred in elementary schools, and the remaining 20% percent occurred in middle schools.

Overall, long-term suspensions made up the highest percentage of removals — 49% of the total removals — followed by alternative placements (38%) and expulsions (13%). At the elementary school level, alternative placement was by far the most common type of removal (86%).

Personal Offenses, such as fighting and harassment, were the most commonly reported types of offenses to result in the removal from school of both general and special education students (40% and 45% respectively). Drug-Related Acts (22%) and Other Policy Violations (23%) also resulted in a significant number of removals (Maine Safe and Drug-Free Schools Data Collection Project 2006–2007).

In 2003, the JJAG contracted with the Muskie School of Public Policy, Institute for Public Sector Innovation to research school suspension and expulsion rates, which youth were being expelled, for what reasons, and what was happening to youth who were suspended and/or expelled.  Based upon the responses to surveys, there appear to be a wide range of attitudes among school administrators regarding suspension and expulsion.  While some schools appear to implement policies designed to keep all students in school except in the most dangerous circumstances, others have adopted “Zero tolerance” policies that result in suspension or expulsion for even relatively minor infractions of school rules. 

The JJAG is committed to supporting programs that reduce the incidence of school suspensions and expulsions and will encourage schools to adopt appropriate alternatives proven to result improved academic performance for students while satisfying school administrators that appropriate action is taken in response to misbehavior in school.

Suspended and/or expelled students are at a high risk for engaging in criminal behavior and subsequent involvement with the juvenile justice system. Programs of work/study, solid vocational programs supported by basic skills programs, meaningful pre-vocational offerings and part-time work programs with school assistance in locating them, are essential to hold these at risk student in school. 

B. Program  Goal 

To reduce the incidence of "suspensions" and "expulsions."

C. Program Objectives

· Increase organizational capacity 

· Improve planning and development

· Improve program activities

· Reduce delinquency

· Improve pro-social behavior

· Increase accountability

· Increase program support

· Improve School Climate

D. Activities and services planned

This program area proposes to reduce the incidence of suspensions and expulsions.  It is proposed that students exhibiting a high number of at risk behaviors be identified and offered a variety of programs centered on assessing and addressing the root causes of the behavior, provide skill training to address the behaviors, create a referral mechanism for services, plan effective educational programming including but not limited to improving basic skills in reading, math and writing; prevocational and vocational assessment and training; career and personal counseling; peer mediation and emphasis on opening or strengthening lines of communication among the student, his/her home, school and law enforcement.  Where appropriate, attempts will be made to integrate part-time job placement and substantive meaningful community service into the program. 

The Department of Corrections has implemented the Collaborative Problem Solving (CPS) approach at both Long Creek and Mountain View Youth Development Centers and is now implementing the approach in juvenile community corrections. The Town of Sanford implemented CPS in the police department and its school system. CPS was developed by Dr. Ross Greene, author of The Explosive Child: A New Approach for Understanding and Parenting Easily Frustrated, Chronically Inflexible Children;  Treating Explosive Kids: The Collaborative Problem Solving Approach; and Lost at School: Why Our Kids With Behavioral Challenges are Falling Through the Cracks and How We Can Help Them.

CPS is rooted in Social Learning Theory and provides a structured cognitive-behavioral approach designed to identify functional thinking skills related to problematical, antisocial and explosive behaviors. CPS is organized around five cognitive “pathways” designed to train skills proximally to points of performance while helping staff and children develop skills to resolve issues of disagreement proactively and collaboratively.

This approach, which challenges traditional beliefs supporting less effective intervention strategies, helps to focus on teaching juveniles lacking thinking skills needed to grow and prosper while simultaneously using interventions designed to maintain order, security and adult authority. This approach transcends traditional therapy and traditional sanction-based behavioral management systems. As such, it moves intervention strategies to a higher level based on the identified individual cognitive needs of each child; it is responsive to the concerns and needs of both the staff and the child and it prepares the child for transition and continuing growth.

E. Performance Measures:

Outputs

· FG funds awarded for services

· Number of program slots available

· Number and percent of program staff trained

· Number of program youth served

· Average length of stay in program

Outcomes

· Number and percent of program youth suspended from school

· Number and percent of program youth exhibiting desired change in targeted behaviors

· Substance use

· School attendance

· GPA

· Social competencies

· Number and percent of program youth completing the program requirements

· knowledge of program area

· Percent change in school-related discipline incidents

F. Budget:   

	FY
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$30,000
	0

	2010
	$30,000
	0

	2011
	$30,000
	0


A. Program Area Code and Title: State Advisory Group Allocation - 31

The Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act (JJDPA) requires that states receiving JJDP funds maintain a State Advisory Group (SAG) with members appointed by the governor and meeting certain membership criteria to oversee preparation of a state Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Plan and management of the JJDPA formula grant program.  Funds are provided under the Act to enable the SAG to carry out its responsibilities.  

The Juvenile Justice Advisory Group (JJAG) is Maine's State Advisory Group.  Its makeup and operations are codified in statute (34-A MRSA Sec. 1209).  The JJAG's enabling law is modeled after the requirements stipulated in the Act.  

JJAG members represent a diverse range of agencies, groups, and individuals actively involved and interested in juvenile justice issues in the State. The JJAG has seven youth members. 

Through training, networking and discussions, the JJAG is working toward more effective program planning and increased attention to juvenile justice issues.

B. Program Goal:

To promote effective system level responses that furthers the goals of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act

C. Program Objectives:

· Improve planning and development 

· Improve program quality

· Improve the management of the state’s JJDP Program

· Increase Program support

D. Activities and Services Planned: 

Maine’s Supreme Court Chief Justice has recently proposed a Summit to convene members of the judiciary and provide educational programs on a variety of topics, including:

· Best evidence practices to assist first time/low risk offenders

· Adolescent brain development

· Positive Youth Development strategies in the community and in corrections programs

· Recidivism

· Comprehensive systems approach

The Summit will be designed to help identify specific outcomes and develop action planning. The JJAG will provide support to the planning and implementation of this Summit and will work to assure that it becomes a recurring event.

Meetings and training sessions will be scheduled to provide opportunities for JJAG members to review, study, and discuss issues related to juvenile justice in Maine. Meetings will be planned to address juvenile justice issues with various agencies, individuals, the Legislature, Maine’s Congressional Delegation and the Governor.

Maine’s Statistical Analysis Center will be utilized to collect data on requested topics and to develop training protocol and materials which will be used to provide information and training to specific target populations (e.g. legislators, judges, defense attorneys, prosecutors, juvenile community corrections officers, law enforcement officers, school personnel, regional multi-jurisdictional agencies, etc.)

Members will attend Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention trainings. 

The JJAG will continue membership in the Coalition for Juvenile Justice and members will attend meetings and trainings.

E. Performance Measures

Outputs

· Number of grants funded with Formula Grants funds

· Number of grant applications reviewed and commented on

· Annual Report submitted to the Governor

· Number of SAG committee meetings held

· Number of SAG sub-committee meetings held

· Number and percent of programs using best practice model

Outcomes 

· Number and percent of Plan recommendations implemented

· Number of FG-funded programs sustained after 3 years

· Number and percent of SAG members show increased knowledge of their program areas

F. Budget:

The SAG allocation supports member travel and training, JJ Specialist travel out of state, and Juvenile Justice Coalition membership.  The planned allocation of SAG funds is:

	FY 
	JJDP Funds
	State/Local/Private Funds

	2009
	$30,000
	0

	2010
	$30,000
	0

	2011
	$30,000
	0


8. Subgrant Award Assurances 

Pursuant to Section 223(a)(21)(A) and (B) of the JJDP Act, Maine shall, to the extent practicable, give priority in funding to evidence-based programs and activities. Further, under Section 223(a)(21)©) of the JJDP Act, Maine shall not continue to fund a program if the subgrant recipient who carried out that program during the preceding 2-year period fails to demonstrate that the program achieved substantial success in meeting the goals specified in the original subgrant application. 

To assure the implementation of the above two requirements of the subgrant award process the JJAG Request for Proposals specifies that evidenced based program and activities will receive priority. JJAG grant reviewers are trained in evidence-based programming selection. 

Subgrantees are monitored by the Juvenile Justice Specialist and the Compliance Monitor for both evidence of success and the need for technical assistance.  

In the grant review process past recipients of JJAG funding are reviewed for evidence of past success. 

9. SAG Membership 

	
	Name*
	Represents
	FT

Gvt
	Youth
	Date of Appointment
	Residence

	1
	Vestal, Paul, Chair
	F,E,H
	
	
	6/29/2006


	Bangor

	2
	Boger, Mark


	E
	X
	
	9/21/2007
	Waterville

	2
	Brown, Richard


	G
	
	
	2/24/2009
	Dover-Foxcroft

	3
	Chester, Edwin


	D
	
	
	9/21/2007
	Portland

	4
	DeLong, Barry
	B
	
	
	9/21/2007
	Skowhegan

	5
	Demerritt, Nikole


	
	
	X
	1/24/2008
	Waterville

	6
	Despard, Daniel


	G
	X
	
	Ex-officio
	Augusta

	7
	Dutton, Dalene


	G
	
	
	12/24/2008
	Camden

	8
	Fearon, Carla


	H
	
	
	6/20/2008
	Indian Island

	9
	Foss, James


	B
	
	
	12/24/2008
	Houlton

	10
	Giles, Denise
	G


	X
	
	8/22/2005
	Augusta

	11
	Kiernan, Hannah
	
	
	X


	9/21/2008
	Solon

	12
	Jiorle, Kristen


	G
	X
	
	Ex-officio
	Augusta

	13
	Johnson, Jamie


	C
	
	X


	8/22/2005
	Fayette

	14
	LaVerdiere, Charles
	D
	X
	
	1/13/2006


	Skowhegan

	15
	Longsworth, Margaret
	G
	
	
	1/13/2006


	Orland

	16
	McCourt, Abigail
	E
	
	X
	9/21/2008
	Phippsburg

	17
	McDonald, Joan


	G
	
	
	9/21/2007
	Biddeford

	18
	Ashland, Cathy


	H,I
	
	
	9/21/2007
	Waterville

	19
	McLoy-Ashland, Philippe
	H
	
	X
	1/17/2009
	Gardiner

	
	Name*
	Represents
	FT

Gvt
	Youth
	Date of Appointment
	Residence

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	Morse, James Sr.


	F
	
	
	9/20/2007
	Oakland

	21
	Nichols, Daniel


	H
	
	
	9/21/2007
	Augusta

	22
	Petrini, Breanne


	F
	
	X


	11/30/2005
	Waterville

	23
	Reed, Shelley


	F
	X
	
	Ex-officio
	Augusta

	24
	Royer, Adam 


	F
	
	X


	12/24/2008
	Portland

	25
	Stoodley, Barry
	E
	X
	
	Ex officio
	Unity

	26
	Thibeault, Christine
	C,D
	
	
	9/21/2007


	Portland

	27
	Walsh, Patrick
	G
	
	
	9/21/2007


	Belfast

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adjunct Members
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Edward Nicholas
	D
	
	
	
	Passamaquoddy Tribe


   *The State Advisory Group is the State Supervisory Board.

**A -Locally elected official representing general purpose local government.

    B - Representatives of law enforcement and juvenile justice agencies

C -Representatives of public agencies concerned with delinquency prevention or treatment.

D -Representatives of private nonprofit organizations.

E -Volunteers who work with juvenile justice.

F -Youth workers involved with programs that are alternatives to confinement.

G -Persons with special experience and competence in addressing problems related to school violence and vandalism and alternatives to suspension and expulsion.

H -Persons with special experience and competence in addressing problems related to learning disabilities, emotional difficulties, child abuse and neglect and youth violence

10. Staff of the JJDP Formula Grants Program 
	Name
	Title
	Funding Source
	% Time to JJDP Prog

	
	
	
	

	Kathryn McGloin
	JJ Specialist
	50% State/50% Fed
	100%

	Gail McKenney
	Finance
	State
	2%

	Renna Hegg
	Dir. Juv. Programs
	State
	3%

	Bartlett Stoodley
	Ass. Comm. DJS
	State
	2%

	Perry Ayotte
	Dir. Train. & Dev.
	State
	2%

	Dyana White
	Adm. Assoc. DJS
	State
	2%

	Open
	½ Time Clerk Assoc.
	Federal
	100%

	Timothy Piekart
	Compliance Monitor
	Federal by Program Area
	100%



[image: image3]

List of Programs DSA Administers

Diversion Programs:

Community Agency Name:  Portland West 

Project Name:  Service Works

Location: Portland

Population Served:  Males and females ages 13 to 18 who have been assessed  by DOC as being moderate or high risk for recidivism and who have admitted to or been adjudicated of committing a criminal offense or who have violated conditions of probation or Aftercare status for which community service would be an appropriate sanction.

Service:  Provides the development of community service projects for referred juveniles and supervision, mentoring and skills training for youth completing the projects.

Evaluations and Assessments:

Community Agency Name:  University of Maine Orono

Project Name:  Forensic Evaluation & Treatment

Description of Service:  Evaluation, JSOAP-II and treatment, consultation 

Residential and Support Services: 

Community Agency Name:  Catholic Charities Maine

Project Name:  Christopher Home

Location: Caribou

Population Served:  

· Ages: 10-19

· Gender: Males

· Supervision Status: All levels of supervision will be considered for placement

· Risk Level: Moderate to high in one or more domains on the Youth Level of Service- Case Management Inventory risk assessment instrument 

· All youths served require a DSM-IV diagnosis as a condition of placement.

· Treatment needs that include, but are not limited to, reduction of anti-social behaviors, educational support, behavioral management, substance abuse treatment monitoring, and acquisition of independent living skills.

Community Agency Name:  Community School

Project Name:  Community School

Location: Rockport

Population Served:  

1. Ages: 16-20 (in residence) 

2. Gender:  Male and Female

3. Any youth under the supervision of the Department of Corrections and a Juvenile Community Corrections Officer

4. Moderate to High Risk on the YSL/CMI assessment

5. Treatment needs (substance use, low educational accomplishment): Students

      
who have faced difficulties in school, who have been in legal trouble and are highly motivated to graduate from high school. Students may have mental health and substance abuse issues but have to be willing to deal with these issues as a part of their program at the School.

Community Agency Name:  Youth Alternatives Ingraham

Project Name:  Mainestay

Location: Portland

Population Served:  MaineStay serves Male and Female youth ages 16 to 20. They must be homeless at intake, and have either a DSM-IV Axis I diagnosis or a serious emotional disturbance with co-occurring substance abuse. According to the YSL/CMI assessment at intake, they will fall into the moderate-high to high risk category

Community Agency Name:  Elan Three Corp.

Project Name:  Elan School

Location: Poland


Population Served:  Elan School serves male and female youth ages 12-20. They must be on probation through the length of the program (2 – 3 years) and score moderate to high risk on the YLS-CMI assessment.  This program is for those youth having a current or previous special education designation predetermined to the need level of day treatment, and not otherwise in need of mental health placement and must have an IQ of at least 90. Any youth participating in the program must also have authorization for payment from DOE as a state agency client.  

Detention Alternatives:

Community Agency Name:  Youth Alternatives

Project Name:  Girls’ Transitional Program

Location: Falmouth

Population Served:  Girls ages 10-17 years old (up to eighteenth birthday) who are homeless; runaways or at risk of running away; victims of violence, abuse or neglect; in family conflict or other crisis; awaiting court, foster care or other placement; in need of respite care or as an alternative to detention at a juvenile correctional facility.  

Description of Service Provider:  The Girls’ Transitional Program is a short term therapeutic residential placement.

· Services provided by the program include:  case management, on-site educational program, cognitive behavioral therapy, and family conflict resolution.

· Staff will assist clients in developing an Individual Service Plan (ISP), which includes a long-term placement goal.

· The program will continue to involve girls in community service projects. 

Community Agency Name:  Youth Alternatives

Project Name:  Reardon’s Place – Shelter programming

Location: S. Portland

Population Served:  Males ages 12-17 that are experiencing family conflict, are currently homeless or are in need of an alternative to detention.

Description of Service Provider:  

· Reardon’s Place is a short-term therapeutic residential placement for boys who are at risk of being held in detention.   

· Services provided by the program include:  case management, cognitive behavioral therapy, and family conflict resolution.

· Staff will assist clients in developing an Individual Service Plan (ISP), which includes a long-term placement goal

· On-site counseling sessions are provided to residents including individual, family and group therapy.

Community Agency Name:  Shaw House

Project Name:  Shaw House (shelter & transitional housing)

Location: Bangor

Population Served:  

· Youth Outreach – any homeless or at risk youth ages 10-21 in Aroostook, Hancock, Penobscot, Piscataquis and Washington Counties in need of support Services.

· Emergency Shelter – Moderate to high risk correctional youth, males and females ages 10-17 in need of short term emergency shelter.

· Day Treatment – Moderate to high risk youth ages 10-18 residing at the shelter or are “at-risk” in the community.  Interested in support, assistance, assessment, case planning and advocacy.  

· Transitional Living/Residential Living (Mason Place) – Moderate to high risk correctional youth age 14-18 provided that the youth enters the program prior to age 18, in need of transitional programming.

Community Agency Name:  Youth and Family Services

Project Name:  Halcyon House Emergency Homeless Shelter

Location: Skowhegan

Population Served:  Males ages 10-17 that are unable or unwilling to remain in their own homes or other placements.  

Description of Service:  

· Provides 24/7 emergency shelter for males and females 

· Counseling, substance abuse counseling

· Skills Groups, i.e. Life Skills education groups, substance abuse refusal skills, conflict resolution skills training 

· family mediation

· educational services/tutoring

·  structured daily activities and recreation

Community Agency Name:  New Beginnings

Project Name:  New Beginnings Emergency Shelter

Location: Lewiston

Population Served:  Males and females between the ages of 12 and 17 that need community supervision, out-of-home care, detention alternatives and diversion.  Risk level is medium to high.

Services Provided:  Short-term shelter, crisis stabilization, supervision, family intervention, education and educational case management.

Community Agency Name:  Volunteers of America

Project Name:  Juvenile Detention Alternative Program (JDAP)

Location: Brunswick

Population Served:  Males and females between the ages of 11-20 who have been arrested for an offense and score moderate to high risk on Detention Risk Assessment and/or YLS-CMI.  Youth that are detained, in violation of conditions of release, informal adjustment, probation, or community integration and at risk of out of home placement, including detention.

Services:  Case management designed to be short-term and to include pre-service assessment to determine level and extent of supervision.  

Community Agency Name:  Youth Alternatives

Project Name:  Juvenile Detention Alternative Program (JDAP)

Location: S. Portland

Population Served:  Males and females ages 11-20 that have been arrested for an offense & score moderate to high risk on the Detention Risk Assessment and/or YLS-CMI.   Youth that are detained, in violation of conditions of release, informal adjustment, probation or community re-integration and at risk of out-of-home placement, including detention.    

Intervention for Moderate to High Risk Youth:

Community Agency Name:  Portland West

Project Name:  Youth Building Alternatives

Location: Portland

Population Served:  Females and males ages 16-20 that have been assessed as being at moderate/high risk of recidivism, are experiencing difficulties at school, have not completed high school and are in need of vocational education, job services and case management.

Skills for Responsible Thinking program (Out Patient Mental Health) provides an evaluation and assessment component for clients either residing at YBA or to others referred to the program living in the community in need of mental health services.  It is delivered through 17 group therapy sessions/classes which are held twice a week.  Each class runs for 90-120 minutes.  The program can accept up to 15 youth in each class with two facilitators.  

Community Agency Name:  Tri-County Mental Health Services

Project Name:  Home-Based Multi-Systemic Therapy (MST)

Location: Lewiston

Population Served:  Juveniles 11 to 20, residing in Androscoggin, Oxford and Franklin Counties.  Juvenile has a DSM-IV-TR diagnosis.  Risk of out-of-home placement or goal is to facilitate reunification.  Juvenile is moderate to high risk or re-offending.  Juvenile is ineligible for MaineCare and is currently under DOC supervision.   

Community Agency Name:  Camp Fire Hitinowa Council

Project Name:  Leadership Development Program

Location: Scarborough

Population Served:  Males and females ages 13 to 18 who are under the supervision of DOC Juvenile Services and who are assessed through YLS-CMI as being moderate to high risk.  Target is juveniles that need improvement in:  personality and behavior, leisure and recreation, and attitude and orientation.

Community Agency Name:  Kennebec Valley Mental Health Center

Project Name:  Multi-Systemic Family Therapy (MST)

Location: Augusta

Population Served:  Juveniles ages 11-20.  Juvenile has a DSM IV-TR or Axis I or II, or has a condition, which can be the focus of treatment within DSM; has risk of out-of-home placement, and is moderate to high risk of re-offending.

Community Agency Name:  Catholic Charities of Maine St. Michael’s Center

Project Name:  Functional Family Therapy (FFT)

Location: Bangor

Population Served:  Youth, ages 9-20, that scored a moderate to high risk assessment on LSI.  Treatment needs to include:  substance abuse, low educational achievement, inappropriate behaviors, pro-criminal attitudes, low motivation for help, negative peers, family conflict.  

Description of Service Provider:  In-home family treatment program with an average length of service 8-12 weeks for milder cases and up to 30 weeks for more difficult situations.

Community Agency Name:  Carleton Project

Project Name: Alternative Education  

Location: Presque Isle

Population Served:  Youth residing in Aroostook County who are moderate to high risk on the YLS/CMI and between the ages of 16 -21 with a history of school failure, expulsion or are under court order to stay away from school.  

Community Agency Name:  Spurwink 

Project Name:  Functional Family Therapy (FFT) / Risk Reduction Re-integration Services

Location: Portland

Service:  Serves Southern Maine - Blue Print Model Program.  As evidence-based program, Functional Family Therapy has shown to be effective in reducing recidivism.  This contract is designed to support the costs associated with the implementation of the program.

Community Agency Name:  Youth Alternatives

Project Name:  Heritage House

Location: S. Portland

Population Served:  Females ages 14.5, who are currently in eighth grade or higher, through 17 who are being released from a Youth Development Facility or at risk of long term placement at such a facility.  

Description of Service Provider:  Heritage House is a residential treatment program to reduce the likelihood of young women from engaging in criminal, antisocial and dysfunctional behaviors.  

Community Agency Name:  Youth Alternatives

Project Name:  Multi-Dimensional Treatment Foster Care

Location: S. Porltand

Population Served:  Youth, male or female, ages 12 to 18, who must be placed outside the home due to behaviors indicating a potential diagnosis of conduct disorder, a history of anti-social behaviors or have been assessed as being high risk for recidivism.  Referred youth must have an identified aftercare resource and placement upon completion.  Parent/Guardians must be willing to engage in the program if the home is identified as placement goal.

JABG CONTRACTS

Community Agency Name:  Portland West

Project Name:  Alternatives to Detention 

Population Served:  Males from the detention unit at Long Creek Youth Development Center in need of an alternative to secure detention.  Once the overall detention population is reduced below capacity, program may serve both males and females from the detention unit or as an alternative to secure detention.

Service:  Support, supervision and service brokerage will be offered to supplement existing services and support youth and their families while keeping the youth in the community.

Community Agency Name:  Communities for Children and Youth

Project Name:  Youth Diversion Asset Project (YDAP)

Population Served: Male and female youth ages 9-19 appropriate for diversion by law enforcement or Juvenile Community Corrections Officer from formal Court processing.  

The staffing and management plan for the state agency/division implementing the Formula Grants Program: 

The primary staff for the JJDP Formula Grant Program is the State’s Juvenile Justice Specialist.  The JJDP program is located in the central office of the Department of Corrections.  This location facilitates supervision, coordination of program efforts with other departments, such as the Division of Juvenile Services, the Division of Policy in the Legislature, Information Services, and the Division of Administrative and Financial Services, all of which provide staff time to the JJDP program.

The central office staff assigned to work on the JJDP Formula Grant Program during the FY09 program year are:

	Name
	Title
	Funding Source
	% Time on Project

	
	
	
	

	Kathryn McGloin
	JJ Specialist
	50% State/50% Fed
	100%

	Gail McKenney
	Finance
	State
	2%

	Renna Hegg
	Dir. Juv. Programs
	State
	3%

	Perry Ayotte
	Dir. Train. & Dev.
	State
	2%

	Barry Stoodley
	Assoc. Comm. DJS
	State
	2%

	Dyana White
	Adm. Assoc. DJS
	State
	2%

	Open
	Admin. Support
	Federal
	50%

	Timothy Piekart
	Compliance Monitor
	Federal
	100%


Job Descriptions of Juvenile Justice Specialist and Compliance Monitor:

The Juvenile Justice Compliance Monitor monitors, evaluates, and reports on the statewide level of compliance with regards to the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 and the Maine Juvenile Code Title 15. This involves the deinstitutionalization of status offenders, removal of juveniles from adult serving facilities, sight and sound separation of juveniles from adult offenders and reporting mandates related to the JJDP Act.


The Juvenile Justice Compliance Monitor reports to the Juvenile Justice Specialist. The Juvenile Justice Compliance Monitor also works in conjunction with the Juvenile Justice Advisory Group (JJAG).


The Compliance Monitor’s responsibilities include, but are not limited to, the following:

Compile and verify juvenile lockup data that is submitted on a monthly basis from law enforcement agencies that maintain an approved secure detention cell. Per Maine Law Title 15 chapter 375 34-A M.R.S.A. section 1208 the Department of Corrections has the responsibility to inspect and approve all detention facilities.

Compile, verify and prepare the statistical data submitted for the purpose of preparing the Departments annual report based on the requirements of the JJDP Act. Maine submits their report based on a calendar year and will forward it to the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention before March 31 of each year.

Identify municipal lockups and county jails that maintain a DOC approved secure/non-secure holding area for juveniles. On an annual basis, utilizing the monthly reports submitted, do an on site visitation to these facilities to verify the accuracy of the submitted data.

Utilizing the on site visit, verify the documentation required under Maine Title 15 and the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act. 

Assist these agencies whenever possible in updating their Policies and Procedures to bring them into compliance with Maine law and the JJDP Act.

Identify public agencies that have public authority to detain/arrest juveniles suspected of committing an adult crime. Verify through correspondence and on site visits that these facilities do not place juveniles in secure detention.

Assist in any efforts to establish more timely, accurate and comprehensive reporting systems to track juvenile detention in order to meet the requirements of the JJDP Act and Maine Title 15.

Assist the Juvenile Justice Specialist by providing confirmed lockup data to the members of the JJAG, as needed or requested.

Serve as liaison, in conjunction with the Juvenile Justice Specialist, with the Department of Health and Human Services who is the licensing agent for alternative housing for juveniles such as foster homes, group homes and attendant care facilities.

Identify the alternative to secure detention facilities and classify them as secure or non secure. Determine if they need to be added to the monitoring universe.

Revise and maintain the Juvenile Compliance Monitor’s Manual to reflect any changes in monitoring and reporting procedures that may be instituted by the OJJDP or the State.

Establish and maintain both formal and informal contacts throughout the state criminal justice system, for the purpose of gathering information related to the overall level of compliance with the provisions of the OJJDP Act, and any difficulties related to compliance on an ongoing basis.

Provide technical assistance to any related law enforcement agency, task force or service provider participating in alternative lockup programs for juvenile offenders, as needed.

In conjunction with the Juvenile Justice Specialist review/audit contracts issued to service providers by the JJAG.

Attend organizational meetings with public/private service providers and lend technical assistance and/or support as needed.

Attend the necessary training sessions, workshops and conferences related to juvenile justice compliance monitoring as determined by the Juvenile Justice Specialist and the JJAG.

Serve as a trainer/instructor to state and municipal law enforcement agencies with regard to juvenile lockup procedures, JJDP Act and the Maine Juvenile Code.

Record the information gathered while conducting on site visitations and generate a final report of compliance/noncompliance to the appropriate personnel within 10 days. This should include, but not limited to, identifying noncompliance areas, suggestion(s) on correction and a time frame to implement the corrective action. A follow-up visitation should be made after the corrective action has been completed.

Provide data to the JJAG or the Juvenile Justice Specialist concerning the level of compliance/noncompliance of agencies who apply for funding in order to determine that agencies level of compliance with the JJDP Act.

Juvenile Justice Specialist

This position is responsible for all technical management and developmental support for the JJAG, which is, in turn, responsible for managing federal funds provided under the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act, for ensuring state compliance with, and mandates and requirements of, the Act, and for advising the Governor and the Legislature on juvenile justice issues. In addition, the specialist may be assigned other duties by the Commissioner.

1. Federal requirements

· Annual Formula, Juvenile Accountability Block and Title V grants applications

· Annual comprehensive state JJ plan

· Annual performance reports for Title II, Title V and JABG

· Technical assistance requests

· Liaison with the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention

· Ensure JJAG familiarity with the Act and with federal activities sufficient to enable them to perform their technical responsibilities.

· Requests for Proposals (RFPs)

· Draft Requests for Proposals (RFPs)

· Advertise and distribute RFPs

· Receive and screen applications

· Coordinate committee review of applications

· Draft contracts and coordinate approval

· Monitor and evaluate subgrantee activity

· Staff support for all functions of JJAG and committees

· Executive Committee


· Legislative Committee


· Jail Monitoring Committee

· Grants Committee

· Communications Committee

· DMC coordination

· Attend regional and national training events

2. Support for Chair and Vice Chair

3. Technical management


a. Office management

· Staff supervision and team development

· Data storage and retrieval system

· Ad hoc chores for DOC

b. Financial management

· Budget development (federal and state)

· Planning and control of expenditures

· Coordination with DOC business section

c. Grants management

· Coordinate quarterly cash payments

· Coordinate communication among subgrantees, DOC, JJAG and OJJDP

· Monitor performance under contracts

e. Supervision and support of subcontracts with TA and direction

f. Public Relations

· Public presentations

· Respond to requests for assistance

4. Supervision and support of JJAG staff: Clerk Typist II and Compliance Monitor

Appendix i

Twenty-one percent of Maine’s children under age 5 and 16.9% of Maine’s children under age 18 live in poverty. Childhood poverty varies widely across Maine’s sixteen counties, from a low of 10.7% in York County to a high of 28.4% in Washington County. Well over one-third (38%) of Maine’s children live in low-income families with incomes at or below 200% of the Federal Poverty Level.

	14.0% and lower

York. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10.7%

Cumberland . . . . . . . . . . 11.5%


	14.1% to 17.0%

Sagadahoc . . . . . . . . . . . . 15.4%

Hancock . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16.8%

Lincoln . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16.9%

	17.1% to 23.0%

Kennebec. . . . . . . . . . . . .  7.1%

Knox . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17.3%

Franklin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19.5%

Penobscot . . . . . . . . . . . . 20.5%

Oxford . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20.8%

Androscoggin . . . . . . . . . . 21.5%

Aroostook. . . . . . . . . . . .  22.8%


	23.1% and higher

Waldo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23.1%

Somerset . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24.3%

Piscataquis . . . . . . . . . . . . 25.4%

Washington . . . . . . . . . . . 28.4%




In 2007, 4,233 children ages 0-17 were substantiated victims of child abuse and/or neglect.

The leading cause of death for adolescents ages 15-19 is unintentional injuries. In 2005, deaths from motor vehicle traffic accidents accounted for 70% of these injuries.

…the percentage of children being served in the Subsidized School Lunch Program increased from 37.5% in the 2007-08 school year to 39% in the 2008-09 school year.

Between 1997 and 2007, the overall arrest rate of children ages 10-17 decreased 42% from 88.2 arrests to 51.1 arrests per 1,000 children ages 10-17.

The percentage of teens ages 16-19 who are neither in school nor employed has increased from 5% in 2006 to 6% in 2007. 

Between 1992 and 2004, Maine experienced a gradual but steady increase in the rate of children with special needs from 13.4% to 18.4%. After two years of decline, the rate of children with special needs rose to 18.1% in 2007.

2009 Maine Kids Count

http://www.mainechildrensalliance.org/am/publish/2009mkc.shtml 
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2008 Maine Youth Drug and Alcohol Use Survey (MYDAUS)

(in school, self report survey for grade 6 to 12)
PREVIOUS 12-MONTH PARTICIPATION IN PROHIBITED BEHAVIORS - BEEN SUSPENDED FROM SCHOOL
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Never

Ever

 

Never

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

90.4

9.6

 

90.4

7.3

1.2

0.4

0.7


County:

Androscoggin

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

8.0

1.4

0.6

1.0

Aroostook

 

89.8

10.2

 

89.8

7.8

1.1

0.6

0.6

Cumberland

 

91.8

8.2

 

91.8

6.3

0.9

0.3

0.8

Franklin

 

90.8

9.2

 

90.8

7.9

0.8

0.3

0.1

Hancock

 

90.7

9.3

 

90.7

6.9

1.2

0.4

0.7

Kennebec

 

90.8

9.2

 

90.8

6.6

1.2

0.5

0.9

Knox

 

92.0

8.0

 

92.0

6.3

0.9

0.3

0.5

Lincoln

 

88.6

11.4

 

88.6

8.5

1.2

0.5

1.2

Oxford

 

89.9

10.1

 

89.9

7.9

1.4

0.4

0.5

Penobscot

 

90.5

9.5

 

90.5

7.9

0.9

0.1

0.7

Piscataquis

 

86.1

13.9

 

86.1

10.8

1.7

0.4

1.0

Sagadahoc

 

90.4

9.6

 

90.4

7.5

1.7

0.1

0.4

Somerset

 

87.9

12.1

 

87.9

8.8

1.9

0.6

0.8

Waldo

 

89.4

10.6

 

89.4

7.9

1.4

0.5

0.8

Washington

 

87.3

12.7

 

87.3

10.3

1.9

0.3

0.2

York

 

91.1

8.9

 

91.1

6.5

1.4

0.4

0.6


Grade:

6th

 

94.2

5.8

 

94.2

4.4

0.6

0.3

0.5

7th

 

92.9

7.1

 

92.9

5.5

0.9

0.3

0.4

8th

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

8.0

1.5

0.5

0.6

9th

 

88.5

11.5

 

88.5

8.8

1.4

0.5

0.8

10th

 

89.0

11.0

 

89.0

8.2

1.6

0.3

0.8

11th

 

89.1

10.9

 

89.1

8.5

1.2

0.4

0.7

12th

 

91.0

9.0

 

91.0

6.9

1.0

0.2

0.9


Gender:

Male

 

87.0

13.0

 

87.0

9.8

1.7

0.5

1.0

Female

 

94.2

5.8

 

94.2

4.6

0.7

0.2

0.3


Race:

White

 

91.3

8.7

 

91.3

6.9

1.1

0.3

0.5

Non-White

 

84.9

15.1

 

84.9

10.2

2.2

0.8

2.0

 

 

Note: All numbers represent percent of students.



http://www.maine.gov/maineosa/survey/summary.php?mode=&summary_chart_id=37 
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Bottom of Form

2008 MYDAUS
PREVIOUS 12-MONTH PARTICIPATION IN PROHIBITED BEHAVIORS - BEEN ARRESTED
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Never

Ever

 

Never

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

95.7

4.3

 

95.7

3.0

0.5

0.2

0.5


County:

Androscoggin

 

94.8

5.2

 

94.8

3.5

0.6

0.3

0.7

Aroostook

 

96.4

3.6

 

96.4

2.7

0.3

0.1

0.4

Cumberland

 

95.7

4.3

 

95.7

3.0

0.6

0.2

0.6

Franklin

 

96.5

3.5

 

96.5

2.7

0.2

0.2

0.4

Hancock

 

96.5

3.5

 

96.5

2.5

0.4

0.1

0.5

Kennebec

 

96.0

4.0

 

96.0

2.5

0.6

0.3

0.6

Knox

 

97.2

2.8

 

97.2

1.9

0.2

0.2

0.5

Lincoln

 

95.4

4.6

 

95.4

3.1

0.5

0.2

0.7

Oxford

 

94.9

5.1

 

94.9

3.9

0.5

0.1

0.5

Penobscot

 

96.6

3.4

 

96.6

2.4

0.4

0.1

0.5

Piscataquis

 

95.9

4.1

 

95.9

3.2

0.6

0.0

0.3

Sagadahoc

 

94.7

5.3

 

94.7

4.0

0.7

0.3

0.3

Somerset

 

95.4

4.6

 

95.4

3.1

0.8

0.3

0.5

Waldo

 

96.3

3.7

 

96.3

2.5

0.5

0.1

0.7

Washington

 

96.2

3.8

 

96.2

3.4

0.3

0.0

0.1

York

 

94.9

5.1

 

94.9

3.7

0.7

0.2

0.4


Grade:

6th

 

98.0

2.0

 

98.0

1.2

0.3

0.1

0.4

7th

 

98.0

2.0

 

98.0

1.4

0.2

0.2

0.2

8th

 

96.0

4.0

 

96.0

2.9

0.5

0.2

0.5

9th

 

95.2

4.8

 

95.2

3.6

0.5

0.2

0.4

10th

 

95.0

5.0

 

95.0

3.5

0.6

0.3

0.5

11th

 

94.4

5.6

 

94.4

3.8

0.8

0.3

0.7

12th

 

94.2

5.8

 

94.2

4.4

0.7

0.1

0.6


Gender:

Male

 

94.3

5.7

 

94.3

4.1

0.7

0.3

0.7

Female

 

97.5

2.5

 

97.5

1.9

0.3

0.1

0.2


Race:

White

 

96.4

3.6

 

96.4

2.8

0.4

0.2

0.3

Non-White

 

91.3

8.7

 

91.3

5.3

1.2

0.4

1.8

 

 

Note: All numbers represent percent of students.
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2008 MYDAUS
PREVIOUS 12-MONTH PARTICIPATION IN PROHIBITED BEHAVIORS - ATTACKED WITH INTENTION TO HARM
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Never

Ever

 

Never

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

87.9

12.1

 

87.9

8.7

1.5

0.7

1.2


County:

Androscoggin

 

85.8

14.2

 

85.8

10.2

1.9

0.7

1.4

Aroostook

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

7.5

1.3

0.6

1.1

Cumberland

 

89.0

11.0

 

89.0

7.9

1.4

0.6

1.1

Franklin

 

89.8

10.2

 

89.8

7.0

1.6

0.4

1.2

Hancock

 

87.2

12.8

 

87.2

9.3

1.8

0.5

1.2

Kennebec

 

88.4

11.6

 

88.4

8.1

1.5

0.6

1.3

Knox

 

89.0

11.0

 

89.0

7.5

1.4

0.8

1.4

Lincoln

 

86.4

13.6

 

86.4

9.9

1.6

0.6

1.5

Oxford

 

86.7

13.3

 

86.7

9.7

1.6

0.8

1.2

Penobscot

 

88.3

11.7

 

88.3

8.4

1.1

0.7

1.4

Piscataquis

 

85.0

15.0

 

85.0

10.4

1.9

0.8

1.8

Sagadahoc

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

8.2

1.7

0.6

0.7

Somerset

 

85.8

14.2

 

85.8

10.2

2.1

0.7

1.3

Waldo

 

87.8

12.2

 

87.8

8.7

1.7

0.6

1.2

Washington

 

85.3

14.7

 

85.3

11.1

1.5

1.1

1.1

York

 

87.5

12.5

 

87.5

9.2

1.7

0.6

1.0


Grade:

6th

 

90.4

9.6

 

90.4

7.0

1.1

0.4

1.0

7th

 

89.7

10.3

 

89.7

7.8

1.3

0.4

0.7

8th

 

86.1

13.9

 

86.1

10.2

1.6

0.8

1.3

9th

 

86.3

13.7

 

86.3

9.9

1.8

0.9

1.1

10th

 

86.9

13.1

 

86.9

9.4

1.8

0.7

1.2

11th

 

88.0

12.0

 

88.0

8.3

1.6

0.7

1.3

12th

 

88.7

11.3

 

88.7

7.9

1.3

0.6

1.5


Gender:

Male

 

84.0

16.0

 

84.0

11.3

2.1

0.9

1.6

Female

 

91.9

8.1

 

91.9

6.1

0.9

0.4

0.7


Race:

White

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

8.3

1.4

0.6

0.8

Non-White

 

80.6

19.4

 

80.6

11.7

2.7

1.4

3.6

 

 

Note: All numbers represent percent of students.
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2008 MYDAUS
PREVIOUS 12-MONTH PARTICIPATION IN PROHIBITED BEHAVIORS - CARRIED A HANDGUN WITHOUT PERMISSION
[image: image12.png]



 

 

Never

Ever

 

Never

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

97.3

2.7

 

97.3

1.4

0.3

0.2

0.8


County:

Androscoggin

 

96.5

3.5

 

96.5

1.6

0.5

0.3

1.1

Aroostook

 

97.5

2.5

 

97.5

1.3

0.3

0.2

0.7

Cumberland

 

97.6

2.4

 

97.6

1.2

0.2

0.2

0.9

Franklin

 

97.9

2.1

 

97.9

1.3

0.3

0.2

0.3

Hancock

 

96.7

3.3

 

96.7

1.6

0.4

0.3

1.0

Kennebec

 

96.9

3.1

 

96.9

1.4

0.5

0.2

1.0

Knox

 

96.6

3.4

 

96.6

1.5

0.4

0.3

1.2

Lincoln

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.5

0.4

0.4

0.9

Oxford

 

97.2

2.8

 

97.2

1.6

0.3

0.2

0.8

Penobscot

 

97.5

2.5

 

97.5

1.3

0.3

0.2

0.7

Piscataquis

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.2

0.9

0.2

0.9

Sagadahoc

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.7

0.2

0.0

0.4

Somerset

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.8

0.3

0.3

0.8

Waldo

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.1

0.3

0.2

0.7

Washington

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.8

0.4

0.3

0.7

York

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.2

0.3

0.1

0.6


Grade:

6th

 

98.0

2.0

 

98.0

1.0

0.3

0.2

0.5

7th

 

98.4

1.6

 

98.4

1.1

0.1

0.1

0.3

8th

 

97.3

2.7

 

97.3

1.5

0.3

0.2

0.7

9th

 

97.3

2.7

 

97.3

1.3

0.3

0.2

0.8

10th

 

97.0

3.0

 

97.0

1.4

0.4

0.3

0.9

11th

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.6

0.3

0.2

1.1

12th

 

96.7

3.3

 

96.7

1.4

0.6

0.2

1.2


Gender:

Male

 

95.9

4.1

 

95.9

2.1

0.5

0.3

1.3

Female

 

98.9

1.1

 

98.9

0.6

0.1

0.1

0.3


Race:

White

 

97.9

2.1

 

97.9

1.2

0.3

0.1

0.5

Non-White

 

93.5

6.5

 

93.5

2.5

0.8

0.6

2.6

 

 

Note: All numbers represent percent of students.



http://www.maine.gov/maineosa/survey/summary.php?mode=&summary_chart_id=43 
	Top of Form
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Bottom of Form

2008 MYDAUS
PREVIOUS 12-MONTH PARTICIPATION IN PRO-SOCIAL BEHAVIORS - DONE EXTRA WORK FOR SCHOOL
[image: image14.png]



 

 

Never

Ever

 

Never

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

22.6

77.4

 

22.6

32.8

16.6

9.9

18.1


County:

Androscoggin

 

23.3

76.7

 

23.3

34.5

16.2

9.7

16.2

Aroostook

 

26.2

73.8

 

26.2

33.0

16.2

8.8

15.7

Cumberland

 

19.7

80.3

 

19.7

32.6

16.9

10.5

20.4

Franklin

 

24.3

75.7

 

24.3

33.8

15.8

9.7

16.4

Hancock

 

22.4

77.6

 

22.4

32.8

17.3

10.4

17.1

Kennebec

 

24.6

75.4

 

24.6

30.7

16.3

8.9

19.6

Knox

 

20.8

79.2

 

20.8

27.7

18.3

11.5

21.7

Lincoln

 

23.1

76.9

 

23.1

36.3

13.7

9.7

17.2

Oxford

 

25.9

74.1

 

25.9

33.3

15.8

9.1

16.0

Penobscot

 

23.9

76.1

 

23.9

31.9

16.5

9.7

18.0

Piscataquis

 

23.9

76.1

 

23.9

33.7

14.8

10.0

17.6

Sagadahoc

 

22.4

77.6

 

22.4

32.8

16.9

10.1

17.7

Somerset

 

24.9

75.1

 

24.9

32.5

17.4

9.0

16.2

Waldo

 

23.8

76.2

 

23.8

36.5

14.1

8.4

17.2

Washington

 

27.5

72.5

 

27.5

33.0

16.1

9.6

13.9

York

 

19.9

80.1

 

19.9

33.5

17.9

10.5

18.1


Grade:

6th

 

20.0

80.0

 

20.0

38.7

17.9

9.2

14.3

7th

 

20.5

79.5

 

20.5

36.7

17.8

9.8

15.2

8th

 

22.9

77.1

 

22.9

35.4

16.2

9.1

16.3

9th

 

24.3

75.7

 

24.3

33.1

16.1

9.8

16.6

10th

 

23.2

76.8

 

23.2

30.7

16.8

10.1

19.2

11th

 

23.6

76.4

 

23.6

29.5

16.0

10.4

20.4

12th

 

22.7

77.3

 

22.7

27.0

16.3

10.6

23.4


Gender:

Male

 

28.5

71.5

 

28.5

32.1

14.6

8.8

16.0

Female

 

16.5

83.5

 

16.5

33.9

18.8

10.9

19.9


Race:

White

 

21.9

78.1

 

21.9

32.9

16.7

10.1

18.4

Non-White

 

26.1

73.9

 

26.1

30.6

16.5

9.1

17.8

 

 

Note: All numbers represent percent of students.



http://www.maine.gov/maineosa/survey/summary.php?mode=&summary_chart_id=48 
	Top of Form
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Bottom of Form

2008 MYDAUS
PREVIOUS 12-MONTH PARTICIPATION IN PRO-SOCIAL BEHAVIORS - VOLUNTEERED TO DO COMMUNITY SERVICE
[image: image16.png]



 

 

Never

Ever

 

Never

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

42.3

57.7

 

42.3

26.1

12.1

6.9

12.5


County:

Androscoggin

 

44.5

55.5

 

44.5

27.9

10.8

5.6

11.2

Aroostook

 

42.9

57.1

 

42.9

24.7

12.0

8.0

12.4

Cumberland

 

37.7

62.3

 

37.7

25.1

14.1

8.4

14.7

Franklin

 

44.6

55.4

 

44.6

24.1

11.2

6.6

13.5

Hancock

 

41.2

58.8

 

41.2

29.4

12.0

6.3

11.1

Kennebec

 

41.3

58.7

 

41.3

25.4

12.1

6.9

14.4

Knox

 

41.1

58.9

 

41.1

26.5

11.7

6.7

14.0

Lincoln

 

44.8

55.2

 

44.8

25.8

10.8

5.7

12.9

Oxford

 

48.2

51.8

 

48.2

26.2

10.4

5.3

9.9

Penobscot

 

43.6

56.4

 

43.6

27.0

11.9

6.5

10.9

Piscataquis

 

38.1

61.9

 

38.1

26.4

12.5

7.5

15.4

Sagadahoc

 

45.3

54.7

 

45.3

25.8

10.8

6.4

11.6

Somerset

 

52.7

47.3

 

52.7

22.6

9.5

5.5

9.7

Waldo

 

45.5

54.5

 

45.5

25.0

11.1

6.2

12.2

Washington

 

45.0

55.0

 

45.0

27.9

11.7

6.2

9.2

York

 

39.9

60.1

 

39.9

27.4

12.8

7.1

12.8


Grade:

6th

 

45.5

54.5

 

45.5

31.5

11.1

5.0

6.9

7th

 

48.8

51.2

 

48.8

29.2

9.9

4.6

7.5

8th

 

51.3

48.7

 

51.3

25.6

10.3

4.9

7.8

9th

 

44.4

55.6

 

44.4

26.0

11.8

6.6

11.3

10th

 

41.4

58.6

 

41.4

24.7

12.7

7.8

13.3

11th

 

35.5

64.5

 

35.5

24.7

14.0

8.5

17.3

12th

 

29.6

70.4

 

29.6

22.5

14.9

10.2

22.7


Gender:

Male

 

50.1

49.9

 

50.1

23.4

10.3

5.9

10.4

Female

 

34.5

65.5

 

34.5

29.0

14.1

8.0

14.4


Race:

White

 

41.0

59.0

 

41.0

26.5

12.5

7.2

12.8

Non-White

 

47.0

53.0

 

47.0

23.8

10.4

6.2

12.5

 

 

Note: All numbers represent percent of students.



http://www.maine.gov/maineosa/survey/summary.php?mode=&summary_chart_id=50  

	2008 MYDAUS

	PREVIOUS 2-WEEK PARTICIPATION IN BINGE DRINKING
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

87.5

12.5

 

87.5

9.0

2.1

0.7

0.7


County:

Androscoggin

 

89.3

10.7

 

89.3

7.7

2.0

0.6

0.3

Aroostook

 

87.7

12.3

 

87.7

8.7

2.5

0.7

0.5

Cumberland

 

86.3

13.7

 

86.3

9.9

2.3

0.7

0.8

Franklin

 

87.1

12.9

 

87.1

10.0

1.9

0.4

0.7

Hancock

 

88.3

11.7

 

88.3

7.8

2.1

0.9

0.8

Kennebec

 

88.4

11.6

 

88.4

8.8

1.7

0.6

0.5

Knox

 

88.3

11.7

 

88.3

7.8

2.4

0.7

0.8

Lincoln

 

84.5

15.5

 

84.5

11.1

2.3

1.1

1.0

Oxford

 

86.2

13.8

 

86.2

9.9

2.4

0.8

0.7

Penobscot

 

88.6

11.4

 

88.6

8.6

1.8

0.5

0.6

Piscataquis

 

84.3

15.7

 

84.3

10.8

2.6

0.9

1.4

Sagadahoc

 

85.3

14.7

 

85.3

9.8

2.8

1.1

1.0

Somerset

 

87.4

12.6

 

87.4

9.3

2.2

0.6

0.5

Waldo

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

7.6

1.9

0.7

0.9

Washington

 

85.7

14.3

 

85.7

9.6

3.1

0.9

0.7

York

 

88.5

11.5

 

88.5

8.3

1.9

0.5

0.7


Grade:

6th

 

98.2

1.8

 

98.2

1.3

0.1

0.1

0.2

7th

 

97.2

2.8

 

97.2

2.2

0.4

0.1

0.1

8th

 

93.5

6.5

 

93.5

5.0

0.8

0.2

0.4

9th

 

89.0

11.0

 

89.0

8.2

1.5

0.5

0.7

10th

 

84.1

15.9

 

84.1

11.5

2.9

0.9

0.7

11th

 

79.7

20.3

 

79.7

14.6

3.6

1.2

0.9

12th

 

73.8

26.2

 

73.8

18.3

5.2

1.4

1.3


Gender:

Male

 

87.0

13.0

 

87.0

9.1

2.2

0.7

0.9

Female

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

8.3

1.9

0.6

0.4


Race:

White

 

87.6

12.4

 

87.6

9.2

2.1

0.6

0.5

Non-White

 

85.1

14.9

 

85.1

9.3

2.8

1.1

1.7




	LIFETIME USE - ALCOHOL
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

55.7

44.3

 

55.7

13.6

8.4

5.2

17.1


County:

Androscoggin

 

59.3

40.7

 

59.3

13.3

7.6

4.8

15.1

Aroostook

 

56.5

43.5

 

56.5

13.2

8.1

5.2

17.0

Cumberland

 

56.1

43.9

 

56.1

12.3

7.9

5.2

18.4

Franklin

 

51.3

48.7

 

51.3

15.6

9.0

5.0

19.1

Hancock

 

55.8

44.2

 

55.8

13.1

8.7

5.0

17.4

Kennebec

 

61.5

38.5

 

61.5

11.9

7.7

4.4

14.5

Knox

 

53.9

46.1

 

53.9

14.8

8.8

5.6

17.0

Lincoln

 

51.4

48.6

 

51.4

13.9

9.2

5.4

20.0

Oxford

 

52.2

47.8

 

52.2

15.2

8.9

4.9

18.7

Penobscot

 

54.6

45.4

 

54.6

14.3

9.2

5.7

16.2

Piscataquis

 

48.4

51.6

 

48.4

16.4

8.6

5.6

21.0

Sagadahoc

 

52.3

47.7

 

52.3

14.1

8.9

5.6

19.0

Somerset

 

52.4

47.6

 

52.4

15.1

10.2

4.7

17.7

Waldo

 

58.4

41.6

 

58.4

12.2

8.9

4.7

15.8

Washington

 

54.9

45.1

 

54.9

14.7

8.2

4.7

17.5

York

 

55.5

44.5

 

55.5

14.2

8.3

5.6

16.4


Grade:

6th

 

86.7

13.3

 

86.7

8.6

2.4

0.9

1.5

7th

 

80.1

19.9

 

80.1

11.2

3.9

1.8

3.0

8th

 

67.3

32.7

 

67.3

15.0

7.1

3.5

7.1

9th

 

54.1

45.9

 

54.1

17.2

9.5

5.6

13.6

10th

 

44.2

55.8

 

44.2

15.6

11.6

7.1

21.6

11th

 

36.3

63.7

 

36.3

14.0

11.7

7.6

30.4

12th

 

29.0

71.0

 

29.0

12.6

11.2

8.7

38.5


Gender:

Male

 

57.2

42.8

 

57.2

13.0

7.7

4.7

17.4

Female

 

55.9

44.1

 

55.9

14.1

8.8

5.4

15.9


Race:

White

 

54.7

45.3

 

54.7

13.8

8.7

5.4

17.4

Non-White

 

55.9

44.1

 

55.9

13.0

7.5

4.8

18.7

 



	


	LIFETIME USE - MARIJUANA
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

77.3

22.7

 

77.3

5.0

3.0

2.0

12.7


County:

Androscoggin

 

77.5

22.5

 

77.5

5.3

2.7

1.9

12.6

Aroostook

 

81.8

18.2

 

81.8

4.5

2.5

1.6

9.6

Cumberland

 

76.8

23.2

 

76.8

4.6

3.1

1.8

13.7

Franklin

 

74.1

25.9

 

74.1

6.0

3.4

2.2

14.4

Hancock

 

77.6

22.4

 

77.6

4.8

3.0

2.0

12.7

Kennebec

 

79.3

20.7

 

79.3

4.7

3.0

1.7

11.4

Knox

 

75.1

24.9

 

75.1

6.0

2.8

1.9

14.3

Lincoln

 

74.2

25.8

 

74.2

5.3

3.3

2.3

14.9

Oxford

 

74.7

25.3

 

74.7

6.4

3.3

2.0

13.7

Penobscot

 

79.1

20.9

 

79.1

4.6

2.7

2.2

11.3

Piscataquis

 

73.2

26.8

 

73.2

6.8

3.1

1.9

15.0

Sagadahoc

 

73.2

26.8

 

73.2

6.1

3.4

2.1

15.2

Somerset

 

76.5

23.5

 

76.5

5.7

2.9

2.0

12.9

Waldo

 

78.8

21.2

 

78.8

4.8

2.4

2.0

12.0

Washington

 

78.2

21.8

 

78.2

4.7

3.6

2.0

11.5

York

 

77.1

22.9

 

77.1

4.8

3.0

2.4

12.7


Grade:

6th

 

98.1

1.9

 

98.1

0.9

0.1

0.2

0.7

7th

 

95.9

4.1

 

95.9

1.8

0.7

0.4

1.2

8th

 

89.9

10.1

 

89.9

3.6

1.5

1.0

4.0

9th

 

79.8

20.2

 

79.8

5.6

2.9

2.0

9.7

10th

 

69.2

30.8

 

69.2

6.9

4.5

2.7

16.7

11th

 

60.2

39.8

 

60.2

7.4

5.0

3.2

24.2

12th

 

54.4

45.6

 

54.4

7.6

5.3

4.1

28.6


Gender:

Male

 

77.2

22.8

 

77.2

4.7

2.5

1.8

13.8

Female

 

78.9

21.1

 

78.9

5.1

3.3

2.0

10.6


Race:

White

 

77.0

23.0

 

77.0

5.0

3.1

2.0

12.8

Non-White

 

75.6

24.4

 

75.6

5.5

2.7

1.9

14.3

 



	


	LIFETIME USE - HEROIN
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

98.3

1.7

 

98.3

0.9

0.2

0.1

0.5


County:

Androscoggin

 

98.2

1.8

 

98.2

0.9

0.2

0.1

0.6

Aroostook

 

98.3

1.7

 

98.3

1.0

0.2

0.2

0.3

Cumberland

 

98.2

1.8

 

98.2

0.9

0.2

0.1

0.6

Franklin

 

98.9

1.1

 

98.9

0.8

0.0

0.0

0.4

Hancock

 

98.4

1.6

 

98.4

0.8

0.2

0.1

0.6

Kennebec

 

98.4

1.6

 

98.4

0.8

0.2

0.0

0.6

Knox

 

98.4

1.6

 

98.4

0.6

0.4

0.0

0.7

Lincoln

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.4

0.2

0.1

0.9

Oxford

 

98.3

1.7

 

98.3

1.0

0.3

0.0

0.4

Penobscot

 

98.8

1.2

 

98.8

0.6

0.2

0.0

0.3

Piscataquis

 

97.5

2.5

 

97.5

1.4

0.2

0.1

0.8

Sagadahoc

 

98.1

1.9

 

98.1

1.0

0.3

0.1

0.5

Somerset

 

98.2

1.8

 

98.2

1.1

0.1

0.1

0.5

Waldo

 

98.2

1.8

 

98.2

1.1

0.3

0.1

0.4

Washington

 

98.3

1.7

 

98.3

0.8

0.2

0.2

0.5

York

 

98.6

1.4

 

98.6

0.8

0.2

0.0

0.4


Grade:

6th

 

99.2

0.8

 

99.2

0.5

0.1

0.0

0.2

7th

 

99.2

0.8

 

99.2

0.6

0.1

0.0

0.2

8th

 

98.7

1.3

 

98.7

0.7

0.2

0.1

0.4

9th

 

98.4

1.6

 

98.4

0.9

0.3

0.1

0.4

10th

 

98.1

1.9

 

98.1

0.9

0.2

0.1

0.7

11th

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.3

0.2

0.1

0.7

12th

 

97.6

2.4

 

97.6

1.2

0.3

0.1

0.7


Gender:

Male

 

98.2

1.8

 

98.2

0.9

0.2

0.1

0.6

Female

 

98.6

1.4

 

98.6

0.9

0.2

0.1

0.3


Race:

White

 

98.7

1.3

 

98.7

0.8

0.1

0.1

0.3

Non-White

 

96.1

3.9

 

96.1

1.7

0.5

0.2

1.5

 



	


	LIFETIME USE - HALLUCINOGENS
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

95.8

4.2

 

95.8

2.1

0.8

0.3

0.9


County:

Androscoggin

 

95.7

4.3

 

95.7

2.4

0.9

0.3

0.7

Aroostook

 

96.7

3.3

 

96.7

1.7

0.6

0.1

0.9

Cumberland

 

95.6

4.4

 

95.6

2.0

0.9

0.4

1.1

Franklin

 

95.7

4.3

 

95.7

2.1

1.0

0.3

0.9

Hancock

 

96.1

3.9

 

96.1

2.0

0.9

0.2

0.8

Kennebec

 

95.1

4.9

 

95.1

2.8

0.7

0.3

1.0

Knox

 

96.0

4.0

 

96.0

2.0

1.0

0.3

0.7

Lincoln

 

95.1

4.9

 

95.1

2.4

0.9

0.3

1.3

Oxford

 

96.4

3.6

 

96.4

1.8

0.7

0.3

0.7

Penobscot

 

95.6

4.4

 

95.6

2.1

0.8

0.4

1.1

Piscataquis

 

95.6

4.4

 

95.6

2.0

1.1

0.3

1.0

Sagadahoc

 

95.6

4.4

 

95.6

2.2

0.8

0.4

1.1

Somerset

 

95.8

4.2

 

95.8

2.3

0.5

0.4

1.0

Waldo

 

96.4

3.6

 

96.4

1.5

0.9

0.3

0.9

Washington

 

95.8

4.2

 

95.8

2.2

0.9

0.3

0.7

York

 

95.9

4.1

 

95.9

2.2

0.8

0.4

0.7


Grade:

6th

 

99.2

0.8

 

99.2

0.3

0.1

0.1

0.2

7th

 

99.2

0.8

 

99.2

0.5

0.1

0.0

0.3

8th

 

98.1

1.9

 

98.1

1.0

0.3

0.1

0.5

9th

 

96.5

3.5

 

96.5

1.9

0.6

0.3

0.7

10th

 

95.1

4.9

 

95.1

2.4

0.9

0.3

1.3

11th

 

92.7

7.3

 

92.7

3.4

1.8

0.5

1.6

12th

 

90.8

9.2

 

90.8

4.8

1.8

0.9

1.7


Gender:

Male

 

95.1

4.9

 

95.1

2.5

0.9

0.4

1.2

Female

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.7

0.7

0.3

0.6


Race:

White

 

96.1

3.9

 

96.1

2.0

0.8

0.3

0.8

Non-White

 

93.3

6.7

 

93.3

3.0

1.0

0.5

2.2




	LIFETIME USE - INHALANTS
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

89.2

10.8

 

89.2

6.4

1.9

0.8

1.8


County:

Androscoggin

 

88.3

11.7

 

88.3

6.7

2.1

0.9

1.9

Aroostook

 

90.1

9.9

 

90.1

5.6

1.9

0.7

1.5

Cumberland

 

90.0

10.0

 

90.0

6.1

1.7

0.6

1.6

Franklin

 

89.6

10.4

 

89.6

6.5

1.8

0.6

1.5

Hancock

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

6.6

1.7

0.7

1.6

Kennebec

 

90.5

9.5

 

90.5

5.2

1.7

0.9

1.8

Knox

 

87.8

12.2

 

87.8

6.9

2.3

1.2

1.8

Lincoln

 

88.2

11.8

 

88.2

6.7

2.2

0.9

2.0

Oxford

 

88.6

11.4

 

88.6

7.0

1.8

0.8

1.7

Penobscot

 

88.7

11.3

 

88.7

6.4

2.1

0.9

1.8

Piscataquis

 

88.2

11.8

 

88.2

6.2

2.5

1.0

2.1

Sagadahoc

 

86.6

13.4

 

86.6

8.1

1.9

0.7

2.7

Somerset

 

88.5

11.5

 

88.5

6.8

1.6

0.9

2.2

Waldo

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

6.4

2.2

1.0

1.6

Washington

 

89.2

10.8

 

89.2

6.7

1.5

1.1

1.5

York

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

6.8

1.9

0.7

1.7


Grade:

6th

 

91.9

8.1

 

91.9

5.1

1.3

0.6

1.2

7th

 

90.1

9.9

 

90.1

6.3

1.4

0.6

1.6

8th

 

87.5

12.5

 

87.5

7.3

2.1

1.0

2.2

9th

 

87.6

12.4

 

87.6

7.0

2.3

1.1

2.0

10th

 

88.2

11.8

 

88.2

6.8

2.3

0.8

1.8

11th

 

88.9

11.1

 

88.9

6.7

2.0

0.9

1.5

12th

 

90.7

9.3

 

90.7

5.4

1.6

0.6

1.7


Gender:

Male

 

89.6

10.4

 

89.6

6.0

1.7

0.7

1.9

Female

 

88.7

11.3

 

88.7

6.8

2.0

0.9

1.6


Race:

White

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

6.4

1.8

0.7

1.6

Non-White

 

86.6

13.4

 

86.6

6.7

2.5

1.1

3.0




	LIFETIME USE - STIMULANTS
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.2

0.4

0.2

0.8


County:

Androscoggin

 

97.3

2.7

 

97.3

1.0

0.4

0.3

0.9

Aroostook

 

97.1

2.9

 

97.1

1.4

0.5

0.3

0.8

Cumberland

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.0

0.4

0.3

0.9

Franklin

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.2

0.5

0.2

0.7

Hancock

 

97.6

2.4

 

97.6

1.2

0.4

0.0

0.7

Kennebec

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.1

0.5

0.1

0.8

Knox

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.3

0.3

0.1

0.6

Lincoln

 

96.7

3.3

 

96.7

1.8

0.5

0.2

0.8

Oxford

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.0

0.2

0.2

0.8

Penobscot

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.2

0.3

0.2

0.6

Piscataquis

 

97.6

2.4

 

97.6

0.9

0.7

0.0

0.8

Sagadahoc

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.3

0.2

0.2

0.9

Somerset

 

97.1

2.9

 

97.1

1.5

0.4

0.4

0.6

Waldo

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.0

0.3

0.2

1.1

Washington

 

97.4

2.6

 

97.4

1.4

0.8

0.0

0.4

York

 

97.5

2.5

 

97.5

1.2

0.4

0.2

0.7


Grade:

6th

 

99.3

0.7

 

99.3

0.4

0.0

0.0

0.2

7th

 

99.2

0.8

 

99.2

0.6

0.1

0.0

0.2

8th

 

98.5

1.5

 

98.5

0.8

0.2

0.1

0.3

9th

 

97.5

2.5

 

97.5

1.3

0.4

0.2

0.5

10th

 

96.8

3.2

 

96.8

1.5

0.5

0.2

0.9

11th

 

96.0

4.0

 

96.0

1.6

0.6

0.3

1.4

12th

 

95.5

4.5

 

95.5

1.9

0.8

0.4

1.5


Gender:

Male

 

97.3

2.7

 

97.3

1.1

0.4

0.2

0.9

Female

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.2

0.4

0.2

0.6


Race:

White

 

97.7

2.3

 

97.7

1.1

0.4

0.2

0.6

Non-White

 

95.6

4.4

 

95.6

1.7

0.6

0.4

1.7




	LIFETIME USE - PRESCRIPTION DRUGS
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

89.2

10.8

 

89.2

4.5

2.2

1.0

3.2


County:

Androscoggin

 

88.3

11.7

 

88.3

4.8

2.3

0.9

3.8

Aroostook

 

91.3

8.7

 

91.3

3.5

1.5

0.6

3.1

Cumberland

 

89.4

10.6

 

89.4

4.4

2.2

1.0

3.1

Franklin

 

90.0

10.0

 

90.0

3.7

1.7

0.9

3.7

Hancock

 

89.7

10.3

 

89.7

4.2

2.1

0.8

3.2

Kennebec

 

90.2

9.8

 

90.2

4.0

2.0

0.9

2.8

Knox

 

89.4

10.6

 

89.4

4.5

2.2

0.7

3.1

Lincoln

 

87.2

12.8

 

87.2

5.1

2.3

1.4

4.0

Oxford

 

88.8

11.2

 

88.8

5.3

2.7

0.7

2.5

Penobscot

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

4.5

2.1

0.9

3.0

Piscataquis

 

85.9

14.1

 

85.9

5.5

2.8

1.3

4.4

Sagadahoc

 

86.2

13.8

 

86.2

4.5

3.1

1.2

5.0

Somerset

 

88.3

11.7

 

88.3

5.1

2.5

0.9

3.2

Waldo

 

90.4

9.6

 

90.4

3.2

1.7

1.6

3.1

Washington

 

92.4

7.6

 

92.4

2.9

1.5

0.3

2.8

York

 

88.4

11.6

 

88.4

4.8

2.3

1.2

3.3


Grade:

6th

 

96.3

3.7

 

96.3

2.0

0.7

0.2

0.8

7th

 

95.7

4.3

 

95.7

2.4

0.8

0.3

0.8

8th

 

93.8

6.2

 

93.8

3.1

1.4

0.5

1.3

9th

 

90.0

10.0

 

90.0

4.6

2.1

0.7

2.4

10th

 

86.5

13.5

 

86.5

5.9

2.8

1.2

3.6

11th

 

83.1

16.9

 

83.1

6.1

3.5

1.8

5.5

12th

 

81.3

18.7

 

81.3

6.5

3.5

1.7

7.0


Gender:

Male

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

3.9

2.1

0.9

3.6

Female

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

4.8

2.1

1.0

2.7


Race:

White

 

89.2

10.8

 

89.2

4.6

2.2

1.0

3.1

Non-White

 

87.7

12.3

 

87.7

4.3

2.5

1.1

4.4

 




	LIFETIME USE - OTHER ILLEGAL DRUGS
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No Use

Use

 

No Use

1-2 Times

3-5 Times

6-9 Times

10 or more

State

 

90.3

9.7

 

90.3

3.4

1.3

0.7

4.3


County:

Androscoggin

 

90.4

9.6

 

90.4

3.3

1.4

0.7

4.2

Aroostook

 

91.9

8.1

 

91.9

2.9

1.0

0.6

3.5

Cumberland

 

90.5

9.5

 

90.5

3.4

1.4

0.6

4.1

Franklin

 

89.0

11.0

 

89.0

3.8

1.2

0.8

5.1

Hancock

 

91.2

8.8

 

91.2

2.8

1.3

0.6

4.1

Kennebec

 

91.4

8.6

 

91.4

3.1

1.2

0.5

3.8

Knox

 

91.0

9.0

 

91.0

3.5

1.4

0.9

3.4

Lincoln

 

88.2

11.8

 

88.2

3.7

1.8

0.7

5.6

Oxford

 

89.3

10.7

 

89.3

4.0

1.7

0.6

4.4

Penobscot

 

90.1

9.9

 

90.1

3.1

1.2

0.7

4.9

Piscataquis

 

86.5

13.5

 

86.5

4.7

2.0

0.8

6.0

Sagadahoc

 

89.2

10.8

 

89.2

3.6

1.4

0.7

4.9

Somerset

 

89.0

11.0

 

89.0

3.6

1.5

0.9

5.0

Waldo

 

90.7

9.3

 

90.7

3.2

1.1

0.7

4.3

Washington

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

3.8

1.6

0.6

4.5

York

 

90.6

9.4

 

90.6

3.5

1.3

0.9

3.7


Grade:

6th

 

98.3

1.7

 

98.3

0.7

0.1

0.1

0.7

7th

 

97.2

2.8

 

97.2

1.4

0.4

0.2

0.8

8th

 

94.1

5.9

 

94.1

2.6

0.9

0.5

1.9

9th

 

89.5

10.5

 

89.5

3.9

1.7

0.7

4.2

10th

 

86.2

13.8

 

86.2

4.7

2.0

1.2

6.0

11th

 

84.9

15.1

 

84.9

4.9

2.0

1.0

7.2

12th

 

84.8

15.2

 

84.8

4.6

2.0

1.0

7.6


Gender:

Male

 

89.9

10.1

 

89.9

3.1

1.3

0.7

5.1

Female

 

91.3

8.7

 

91.3

3.5

1.4

0.7

3.2


Race:

White

 

90.6

9.4

 

90.6

3.3

1.3

0.7

4.0

Non-White

 

87.3

12.7

 

87.3

4.1

1.6

0.8

6.1

 




Appendix iii

Age by Sex Population Estimates, 2007

	Ages
	Male
	Female
	Total

	
	
	
	

	0 to 9
	73,630
	70,229
	143,859

	10 to 17
	69,511
	66,097
	135,608

	
	
	
	279,467


	Suggested Citation: Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2008). "Easy Access to Juvenile Populations: 1990-2007." Online. Available: http://www.ojjdp.ncjrs.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/ 


Appendix iv

Ethnicity by County in Maine, 2007

	
	Non Hispanic
	Hispanic
	Total

	All Counties 
	1,301,551 
	15,656 
	1,317,207 

	Androscoggin County 
	105,280 
	1,535 
	106,815 

	Aroostook County 
	71,296 
	751 
	72,047 

	Cumberland County 
	270,592 
	4,782 
	275,374 

	Franklin County 
	29,709 
	218 
	29,927 

	Hancock County 
	52,788 
	490 
	53,278 

	Kennebec County 
	119,524 
	1,315 
	120,839 

	Knox County 
	40,427 
	354 
	40,781 

	Lincoln County 
	34,544 
	256 
	34,800 

	Oxford County 
	56,291 
	443 
	56,734 

	Penobscot County 
	147,361 
	1,423 
	148,784 

	Piscataquis County 
	17,049 
	131 
	17,180 

	Sagadahoc County 
	35,773 
	614 
	36,387 

	Somerset County 
	51,342 
	316 
	51,658 

	Waldo County 
	38,200 
	311 
	38,511 

	Washington County 
	32,277 
	474 
	32,751 

	York County 
	199,098 
	2,243 
	201,341 


	Suggested Citation: Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2008). "Easy Access to Juvenile Populations: 1990-2007." Online. Available: http://www.ojjdp.ncjrs.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/ 


Ethnicity by Race Population Estimates, 2007

Top of Form

Bottom of Form

	Count 
	White
	Black
	American Indian
	Asian
	Total

	Non Hispanic
	1,265,947 
	14,612 
	8,213 
	12,779 
	1,301,551 

	Hispanic
	14,256 
	909 
	263 
	228 
	15,656 

	Total
	1,280,203 
	15,521 
	8,476 
	13,007 
	1,317,207 


	Suggested Citation: Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2008). "Easy Access to Juvenile Populations: 1990-2007." Online. Available: http://www.ojjdp.ncjrs.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/ 


Appendix v

Race by County in Maine, 2007

	Count 
	White
	Black
	American Indian
	Asian
	Total

	All Counties 
	1,280,203 
	15,521 
	8,476 
	13,007 
	1,317,207 

	Androscoggin County 
	103,389 
	2,173 
	427 
	826 
	106,815 

	Aroostook County 
	69,865 
	529 
	1,133 
	520 
	72,047 

	Cumberland County 
	262,766 
	6,282 
	1,189 
	5,137 
	275,374 

	Franklin County 
	29,473 
	147 
	131 
	176 
	29,927 

	Hancock County 
	52,301 
	326 
	265 
	386 
	53,278 

	Kennebec County 
	118,437 
	875 
	589 
	938 
	120,839 

	Knox County 
	40,232 
	214 
	137 
	198 
	40,781 

	Lincoln County 
	34,382 
	137 
	118 
	163 
	34,800 

	Oxford County 
	55,965 
	275 
	201 
	293 
	56,734 

	Penobscot County 
	144,328 
	1,382 
	1,516 
	1,558 
	148,784 

	Piscataquis County 
	16,932 
	79 
	106 
	63 
	17,180 

	Sagadahoc County 
	35,290 
	620 
	144 
	333 
	36,387 

	Somerset County 
	50,830 
	296 
	268 
	264 
	51,658 

	Waldo County 
	37,987 
	220 
	185 
	119 
	38,511 

	Washington County 
	30,887 
	229 
	1,457 
	178 
	32,751 

	York County 
	197,139 
	1,737 
	610 
	1,855 
	201,341 


Race by County, Juvenile, 2007

	Count 
	White
	Black
	American Indian
	Asian
	Total

	All Counties 
	266,258 
	7,074 
	2,228 
	3,907 
	279,467 

	Androscoggin County 
	22,965 
	1,079 
	92 
	235 
	24,371 

	Aroostook County 
	13,503 
	230 
	393 
	125 
	14,251 

	Cumberland County 
	55,144 
	2,763 
	276 
	1,739 
	59,922 

	Franklin County 
	5,690 
	66 
	28 
	46 
	5,830 

	Hancock County 
	10,120 
	156 
	66 
	130 
	10,472 

	Kennebec County 
	24,515 
	408 
	132 
	269 
	25,324 

	Knox County 
	7,916 
	96 
	21 
	55 
	8,088 

	Lincoln County 
	6,581 
	74 
	38 
	53 
	6,746 

	Oxford County 
	11,573 
	130 
	43 
	70 
	11,816 

	Penobscot County 
	29,271 
	582 
	375 
	333 
	30,561 

	Piscataquis County 
	3,293 
	40 
	19 
	10 
	3,362 

	Sagadahoc County 
	7,917 
	313 
	34 
	101 
	8,365 

	Somerset County 
	10,857 
	139 
	72 
	89 
	11,157 

	Waldo County 
	7,987 
	109 
	29 
	32 
	8,157 

	Washington County 
	6,072 
	95 
	458 
	44 
	6,669 

	York County 
	42,854 
	794 
	152 
	576 
	44,376 


Suggested Citation: Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2008). "Easy Access to Juvenile Populations: 1990-2007." Online. Available: http://www.ojjdp.ncjrs.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/ 

Appendix vi

	Dropout Rates 2006 / 2007
	

	MDOE
	
	
	

	Maine Public Schools 
	
	

	County
	School Name
	Dropout Rate

	Androscoggin
	 
	Edward Little High School                         
	7.14%

	Androscoggin
	 
	Lewiston High School                              
	7.33%

	Androscoggin
	 
	Lisbon High School                                
	5.52%

	Androscoggin
	 
	Poland Regional H S                               
	8.33%

	Androscoggin
	 
	Livermore Falls High School                       
	2.77%

	Androscoggin
	 
	Leavitt Area High School                          
	5.68%

	Androscoggin
	 
	Oak Hill High School                              
	8.45%

	Androscoggin Total
	 
	 
	5.25%

	Aroostook
	 
	Caribou High School                               
	5.30%

	Aroostook
	 
	Easton Junior-Senior High Sch                     
	1.75%

	Aroostook
	 
	Limestone Community School                        
	4.50%

	Aroostook
	 
	Madawaska Middle/High School                      
	0.85%

	Aroostook
	 
	Presque Isle High School                          
	4.78%

	Aroostook
	 
	Fort Fairfield Middle/High School                 
	4.07%

	Aroostook
	 
	Van Buren District Secondary Sch                  
	2.53%

	Aroostook
	 
	Fort Kent Community High School                   
	3.69%

	Aroostook
	 
	Houlton High School                               
	5.10%

	Aroostook
	 
	Ashland Community High School                     
	5.77%

	Aroostook
	 
	Wisdom Middle High School                         
	1.20%

	Aroostook
	 
	Central Aroostook Jr-Sr H S                       
	2.80%

	Aroostook
	 
	Washburn District High School                     
	7.08%

	Aroostook
	 
	SAD 70 Hodgdon High School                        
	4.46%

	Aroostook
	 
	So Aroostook CSD School                           
	7.48%

	Aroostook
	 
	ME Sch of Science & Mathematics                   
	4.80%

	Aroostook Total
	 
	 
	4.39%

	Cumberland
	 
	Brunswick High School                             
	5.44%

	Cumberland
	 
	Cape Elizabeth High School                        
	4.59%

	Cumberland
	 
	Falmouth High School                              
	0.77%

	Cumberland
	 
	Freeport High School                              
	1.81%

	Cumberland
	 
	Gorham High School                                
	2.36%

	Cumberland
	 
	Casco Bay High School                             
	4.79%

	Cumberland
	 
	Deering High School                               
	3.31%

	Cumberland
	 
	Portland High School                              
	6.50%

	Cumberland
	 
	Scarborough High School                           
	2.38%

	Cumberland
	 
	South Portland High School                        
	6.47%

	Cumberland
	 
	Westbrook High School                             
	6.45%

	Cumberland
	 
	Windham High School                               
	4.84%

	Cumberland
	 
	Yarmouth High School                              
	1.42%

	Cumberland
	 
	Bonny Eagle High School                           
	3.91%

	Cumberland
	 
	Gray-New Gloucester High School                   
	5.49%

	Cumberland
	 
	Greely High School                                
	1.08%

	Cumberland
	 
	Lake Region High School                           
	8.62%

	Cumberland Total
	 
	 
	4.28%

	Franklin
	 
	Jay High School                                   
	6.69%

	Franklin
	 
	Rangeley Lakes Regional School                    
	2.25%

	Franklin
	 
	Mt Blue High School                               
	4.49%

	Franklin
	 
	Mt Abram Regional High School                     
	3.04%

	Franklin Total
	 
	 
	4.46%

	Hancock
	 
	Bucksport High School                             
	6.12%

	Hancock
	 
	Ellsworth High School                             
	4.19%

	Hancock
	 
	Sumner Memorial High School                       
	4.76%

	Hancock
	 
	Mt Desert Island High School                      
	4.18%

	Hancock
	 
	Deer Isle-Stonington High Sch                     
	9.66%

	Hancock Total
	 
	 
	5.12%

	Kennebec
	 
	Cony High School                                  
	7.47%

	Kennebec
	 
	Monmouth Academy                                  
	1.82%

	Kennebec
	 
	Waterville Senior High School                     
	10.76%

	Kennebec
	 
	Winslow High School                               
	4.50%

	Kennebec
	 
	Winthrop High School                              
	3.68%

	Kennebec
	 
	Gardiner Area High School                         
	8.79%

	Kennebec
	 
	Hall-Dale High School                             
	4.09%

	Kennebec
	 
	Messalonskee High School                          
	2.47%

	Kennebec
	 
	Maranacook Community High Sch                     
	4.21%

	Kennebec Total
	 
	 
	5.83%

	Knox
	 
	Rockland District High School                     
	9.01%

	Knox
	 
	North Haven Community School                      
	0.00%

	Knox
	 
	Vinalhaven School                                 
	0.00%

	Knox
	 
	Georges Valley High School                        
	3.76%

	Knox
	 
	Camden Hills Regional H S                         
	2.68%

	Knox Total
	 
	 
	4.56%

	Lincoln
	 
	Wiscasset High School                             
	8.36%

	Lincoln
	 
	Medomak Valley High School                        
	3.64%

	Lincoln
	 
	Boothbay Region High School                       
	2.04%

	Lincoln Total
	 
	 
	4.46%

	Oxford
	 
	Oxford Hills Comprehensive H S                    
	7.40%

	Oxford
	 
	Dirigo High School                                
	5.47%

	Oxford
	 
	Buckfield Jr-Sr High School                       
	4.81%

	Oxford
	 
	Mountain Valley High School                       
	7.87%

	Oxford
	 
	Telstar High School                               
	6.27%

	Oxford
	 
	Sacopee Valley Jr-Sr High Sch                     
	3.69%

	Oxford Total
	 
	 
	6.51%

	Penobscot
	 
	Bangor High School                                
	6.45%

	Penobscot
	 
	Brewer High School                                
	5.77%

	Penobscot
	 
	Schenck High School                               
	2.53%

	Penobscot
	 
	Hermon High School                                
	5.06%

	Penobscot
	 
	Stearns High School                               
	3.69%

	Penobscot
	 
	Old Town High School                              
	7.77%

	Penobscot
	 
	Orono High School                                 
	4.24%

	Penobscot
	 
	Hampden Academy                                   
	3.57%

	Penobscot
	 
	Katahdin Middle/High School                       
	4.67%

	Penobscot
	 
	Penobscot Valley High School                      
	7.98%

	Penobscot
	 
	Dexter Regional High School                       
	6.50%

	Penobscot
	 
	Nokomis Regional High School                      
	7.39%

	Penobscot
	 
	Central High School                               
	6.37%

	Penobscot
	 
	Mattanawcook Academy                              
	4.65%

	Penobscot Total
	 
	 
	5.78%

	Piscataquis
	 
	Greenville Middle/High School                     
	2.11%

	Piscataquis
	 
	Piscataquis Community H S                         
	5.67%

	Piscataquis
	 
	Penquis Valley High School                        
	2.81%

	Piscataquis Total
	 
	 
	3.97%

	Sagadahoc
	 
	Morse High School                                 
	5.82%

	Sagadahoc
	 
	Richmond High School                              
	2.16%

	Sagadahoc
	 
	Mt Ararat High School                             
	5.04%

	Sagadahoc Total
	 
	 
	5.08%

	Somerset
	 
	Forest Hills Consolidated School                  
	3.03%

	Somerset
	 
	Upper Kennebec Valley Jr-Sr HS                    
	5.81%

	Somerset
	 
	Lawrence High School                              
	3.91%

	Somerset
	 
	SAD #53 Alternative Education                     
	18.75%

	Somerset
	 
	Skowhegan Area High School                        
	6.63%

	Somerset
	 
	Madison Area Memorial H S                         
	4.45%

	Somerset
	 
	Carrabec High School                              
	4.30%

	Somerset Total
	 
	 
	5.14%

	Waldo
	 
	Islesboro Central School                          
	0.00%

	Waldo
	 
	Mt View High School                               
	7.80%

	Waldo
	 
	Belfast Area High School                          
	2.24%

	Waldo
	 
	Searsport District High School                    
	7.69%

	Waldo Total
	 
	 
	5.11%

	Washington
	 
	Woodland Jr-Sr High School                        
	1.54%

	Washington
	 
	Calais Middle/High School                         
	5.05%

	Washington
	 
	Shead High School                                 
	4.44%

	Washington
	 
	Machias Memorial High School                      
	6.98%

	Washington
	 
	East Grand School                                 
	5.36%

	Washington
	 
	Lubec Consolidated School                         
	16.33%

	Washington
	 
	Narraguagus High School                           
	3.70%

	Washington
	 
	Jonesport-Beals High School                       
	6.02%

	Washington Total
	 
	 
	4.86%

	York
	 
	Biddeford High School                             
	8.40%

	York
	 
	Robert W Traip Academy                            
	3.93%

	York
	 
	Old Orchard Beach High School                     
	7.84%

	York
	 
	Saco Transition Program                           
	16.67%

	York
	 
	Sanford High School                               
	6.88%

	York
	 
	York High School                                  
	2.39%

	York
	 
	Marshwood High School                             
	2.83%

	York
	 
	Massabesic High School                            
	5.35%

	York
	 
	Noble High School                                 
	4.98%

	York
	 
	Kennebunk High School                             
	1.82%

	York
	 
	Wells High School                                 
	5.04%

	York Total
	 
	 
	5.06%

	Grand Total
	 
	 
	5.04%

	
	 
	
	 

	Maine Private 60% Publicly Funded Schools
	 
	 
	 

	County
	 
	Sch Name
	Dropout Rate

	Hancock
	 
	George Stevens Academy                            
	2.85%

	Hancock
	 
	Liberty School                                    
	22.92%

	Hancock Total
	 
	 
	5.49%

	Kennebec
	 
	Erskine Academy                                   
	1.60%

	Kennebec Total
	 
	 
	1.60%

	Lincoln
	 
	Lincoln Academy                                   
	0.90%

	Lincoln Total
	 
	 
	0.90%

	Oxford
	 
	Fryeburg Academy                                  
	5.51%

	Oxford Total
	 
	 
	5.51%

	Penobscot
	 
	John Bapst Memorial High School                   
	0.42%

	Penobscot
	 
	Lee Academy                                       
	3.66%

	Penobscot Total
	 
	 
	1.36%

	Piscataquis
	 
	Foxcroft Academy                                  
	5.12%

	Piscataquis Total
	 
	 
	5.12%

	Somerset
	 
	Maine Central Institute                           
	3.21%

	Somerset Total
	 
	 
	3.21%

	Washington
	 
	Washington Academy                                
	2.78%

	Washington Total
	 
	 
	2.78%

	York
	 
	Thornton Academy                                  
	2.12%

	York Total
	 
	 
	2.12%

	Grand Total
	 
	 
	2.70%

	 
	 
	 
	4.97%


Maine Department of Education 2008

	Incident Description
	Action Taken
	Disability 
(not Special Ed if blank)
	Number of Students Disciplined

	Aggravated Assault
	Expulsion
	 
	2

	Aggravated Assault
	Suspension
	 
	42

	Alcohol-Related
	Expulsion
	 
	3

	Alcohol-Related
	In School Suspension
	 
	4

	Alcohol-Related
	Other
	 
	2

	Alcohol-Related
	Suspension
	 
	206

	Arson
	Expulsion
	 
	1

	Arson
	Other
	 
	2

	Arson
	Suspension
	 
	6

	Assault With Other Weapon
	Expulsion
	 
	1

	Assault With Other Weapon
	Suspension
	 
	17

	Battery 
	In School Suspension
	 
	35

	Battery 
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	2

	Battery 
	Other
	 
	15

	Battery 
	Suspension
	 
	40

	Bomb Threat
	Expulsion
	 
	8

	Bomb Threat
	Suspension
	 
	23

	Bomb-Related
	In School Suspension
	 
	1

	Bomb-Related
	Suspension
	 
	3

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	In School Suspension
	 
	36

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	23

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Other
	 
	13

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Suspension
	 
	58

	Burglary / Breaking and Entering
	In School Suspension
	 
	1

	Burglary / Breaking and Entering
	Suspension
	 
	16

	Disorderly Conduct
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	7

	Disorderly Conduct
	Expulsion
	 
	2

	Disorderly Conduct
	In School Suspension
	 
	281

	Disorderly Conduct
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	45

	Disorderly Conduct
	Other
	 
	107

	Disorderly Conduct
	Suspension
	 
	531

	Extortion
	Suspension
	 
	1

	Fighting
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Fighting
	Expulsion
	 
	5

	Fighting
	In School Suspension
	 
	184

	Fighting
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	26

	Fighting
	Other
	 
	32

	Fighting
	Suspension
	 
	1138

	Fireworks
	In School Suspension
	 
	1

	Fireworks
	Suspension
	 
	6

	Gang Fight
	Suspension
	 
	2

	Harassment, Other
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	2

	Harassment, Other
	In School Suspension
	 
	140

	Harassment, Other
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	46

	Harassment, Other
	Other
	 
	40

	Harassment, Other
	Suspension
	 
	254

	Harassment, Sexual
	Expulsion
	 
	1

	Harassment, Sexual
	In School Suspension
	 
	65

	Harassment, Sexual
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	4

	Harassment, Sexual
	Other
	 
	14

	Harassment, Sexual
	Suspension
	 
	127

	Hate Crime/Bias
	Other
	 
	2

	Hate Crime/Bias
	Suspension
	 
	15

	Larceny / Theft
	Expulsion
	 
	1

	Larceny / Theft
	In School Suspension
	 
	34

	Larceny / Theft
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	8

	Larceny / Theft
	Other
	 
	9

	Larceny / Theft
	Suspension
	 
	154

	Marijuana-Related
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Marijuana-Related
	Expulsion
	 
	17

	Marijuana-Related
	In School Suspension
	 
	10

	Marijuana-Related
	Other
	 
	5

	Marijuana-Related
	Suspension
	 
	376

	Motor Vehicle Theft
	Suspension
	 
	5

	Other Drug-Related
	Expulsion
	 
	12

	Other Drug-Related
	In School Suspension
	 
	5

	Other Drug-Related
	Other
	 
	1

	Other Drug-Related
	Suspension
	 
	187

	Other School Code Violation
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	5

	Other School Code Violation
	Expulsion
	 
	5

	Other School Code Violation
	In School Suspension
	 
	1182

	Other School Code Violation
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	99

	Other School Code Violation
	Other
	 
	316

	Other School Code Violation
	Suspension
	 
	1710

	Physical Attack
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Physical Attack
	In School Suspension
	 
	77

	Physical Attack
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	13

	Physical Attack
	Other
	 
	7

	Physical Attack
	Suspension
	 
	300

	Possession of Firearm
	Expulsion
	 
	1

	Possession of Firearm
	Suspension
	 
	2

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Expulsion
	 
	6

	Possession of Other Weapon
	In School Suspension
	 
	9

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	5

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Other
	 
	2

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Suspension
	 
	170

	Robbery
	In School Suspension
	 
	4

	Robbery
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	5

	Robbery
	Other
	 
	1

	Robbery
	Suspension
	 
	8

	Sale or Transfer of a Weapon
	Suspension
	 
	1

	Sexual Battery
	In School Suspension
	 
	1

	Sexual Battery
	Other
	 
	1

	Sexual Battery
	Suspension
	 
	1

	Sexual Offense (non-forcible)
	In School Suspension
	 
	7

	Sexual Offense (non-forcible)
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	3

	Sexual Offense (non-forcible)
	Other
	 
	4

	Sexual Offense (non-forcible)
	Suspension
	 
	26

	Simple Assault
	Expulsion
	 
	1

	Simple Assault
	In School Suspension
	 
	42

	Simple Assault
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	3

	Simple Assault
	Other
	 
	12

	Simple Assault
	Suspension
	 
	192

	Stolen Property
	In School Suspension
	 
	29

	Stolen Property
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	1

	Stolen Property
	Other
	 
	9

	Stolen Property
	Suspension
	 
	98

	Threat / Intimidation
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	4

	Threat / Intimidation
	Expulsion
	 
	4

	Threat / Intimidation
	In School Suspension
	 
	85

	Threat / Intimidation
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	11

	Threat / Intimidation
	Other
	 
	17

	Threat / Intimidation
	Suspension
	 
	322

	Tobacco-Related
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Tobacco-Related
	In School Suspension
	 
	93

	Tobacco-Related
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	12

	Tobacco-Related
	Other
	 
	7

	Tobacco-Related
	Suspension
	 
	334

	Trespassing
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Trespassing
	Other
	 
	2

	Trespassing
	Suspension
	 
	1

	Truancy
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	1

	Truancy
	In School Suspension
	 
	168

	Truancy
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	27

	Truancy
	Other
	 
	151

	Truancy
	Suspension
	 
	21

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	 
	2

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	In School Suspension
	 
	31

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	 
	8

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	Other
	 
	4

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	Suspension
	 
	117

	Aggravated Assault
	Suspension
	Autism
	3

	Battery 
	In School Suspension
	Autism
	3

	Battery 
	Other
	Autism
	4

	Bomb Threat
	Suspension
	Autism
	1

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Autism
	1

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Suspension
	Autism
	1

	Disorderly Conduct
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	Autism
	3

	Disorderly Conduct
	Other
	Autism
	9

	Disorderly Conduct
	Suspension
	Autism
	13

	Fighting
	In School Suspension
	Autism
	1

	Fighting
	Suspension
	Autism
	6

	Harassment, Other
	Suspension
	Autism
	3

	Harassment, Sexual
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Autism
	1

	Harassment, Sexual
	Other
	Autism
	1

	Harassment, Sexual
	Suspension
	Autism
	2

	Other School Code Violation
	In School Suspension
	Autism
	1

	Other School Code Violation
	Suspension
	Autism
	10

	Physical Attack
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	Autism
	2

	Physical Attack
	In School Suspension
	Autism
	3

	Physical Attack
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Autism
	1

	Physical Attack
	Suspension
	Autism
	11

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Suspension
	Autism
	1

	Sexual Offense (non-forcible)
	Suspension
	Autism
	1

	Simple Assault
	Other
	Autism
	1

	Simple Assault
	Suspension
	Autism
	4

	Threat / Intimidation
	In School Suspension
	Autism
	3

	Threat / Intimidation
	Suspension
	Autism
	12

	Truancy
	Other
	Autism
	2

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	Suspension
	Autism
	2

	Simple Assault
	Suspension
	Deafness
	1

	Truancy
	Suspension
	Deafness
	1

	Disorderly Conduct
	Other
	Developmentally Delayed
	8

	Other School Code Violation
	Suspension
	Developmentally Delayed
	2

	Physical Attack
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Developmentally Delayed
	1

	Physical Attack
	Suspension
	Developmentally Delayed
	3

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Other
	Developmentally Delayed
	1

	Simple Assault
	Other
	Developmentally Delayed
	2

	Aggravated Assault
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	9

	Alcohol-Related
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	14

	Assault With Other Weapon
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	4

	Battery 
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Battery 
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	8

	Battery 
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Battery 
	Other
	Emotional Disability
	5

	Battery 
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	17

	Bomb Threat
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	5

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	4

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Other
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Bullying/Injurious Hazing
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	9

	Disorderly Conduct
	Alternative Education Setting by Hearing Officer
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Disorderly Conduct
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Disorderly Conduct
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	41

	Disorderly Conduct
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	8

	Disorderly Conduct
	Other
	Emotional Disability
	8

	Disorderly Conduct
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	137

	Fighting
	Alternative Education Setting by School Personnel
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Fighting
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	20

	Fighting
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Fighting
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	111

	Harassment, Other
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	8

	Harassment, Other
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	3

	Harassment, Other
	Other
	Emotional Disability
	4

	Harassment, Other
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	22

	Harassment, Sexual
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Harassment, Sexual
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Harassment, Sexual
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	16

	Hate Crime/Bias
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Larceny / Theft
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Larceny / Theft
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	11

	Marijuana-Related
	Expulsion
	Emotional Disability
	2

	Marijuana-Related
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Marijuana-Related
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	25

	Motor Vehicle Theft
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	1

	Other Drug-Related
	Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	6

	Other School Code Violation
	In School Suspension
	Emotional Disability
	82

	Other School Code Violation
	Lesser Disciplinary Action
	Emotional Disability
	3

	Other School Code Violation
	Other
	Emotional Disability
	18

	Other School Code Violation
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	3

	Threat / Intimidation
	Suspension
	Speech and Language Impairment
	15

	Tobacco-Related
	In School Suspension
	Speech and Language Impairment
	4

	Tobacco-Related
	Other
	Speech and Language Impairment
	1

	Tobacco-Related
	Suspension
	Speech and Language Impairment
	10

	Truancy
	In School Suspension
	Speech and Language Impairment
	1

	Truancy
	Other
	Speech and Language Impairment
	2

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	In School Suspension
	Speech and Language Impairment
	1

	Vandalism (criminal mischief) 
	Suspension
	Speech and Language Impairment
	2

	Alcohol-Related
	Suspension
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	2

	Disorderly Conduct
	Suspension
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	1

	Harassment, Other
	Suspension
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	1

	Harassment, Sexual
	In School Suspension
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	1

	Other Drug-Related
	Suspension
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	1

	Other School Code Violation
	Other
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	2

	Threat / Intimidation
	Other
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	1

	Threat / Intimidation
	Suspension
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	2

	Possession of Other Weapon
	Suspension
	Visual Impairment including Blindness
	1

	Simple Assault
	Suspension
	Visual Impairment including Blindness
	1

	Threat / Intimidation
	In School Suspension
	Visual Impairment including Blindness
	1


Appendix viii

	Year
	Total Number of Juvenile Arrests
	Total Number of Adult Arrests
	Total Number of Arrests
	% of total arrests that are juveniles

	1998
	11,725
	45,649
	57,374
	20.4%

	1999
	10,779
	45,468
	56,247
	19.2%

	2000
	9,990
	46,341
	56,331
	17.7%

	2001
	9,951
	47,090
	57,041
	17.4%

	2002
	9,287
	45,749
	55,036
	16.9%

	2003
	9,307
	46,407
	55,714
	16.7%

	2004
	8,539
	47,015
	55,554
	15.4%

	2005
	7,740
	46,760
	54,500
	14.2%

	2006
	7,767
	49,654
	57,421
	13.5%

	2007
	7,092
	50,531
	57,623
	12.3%


Source: Maine Crime and Justice Data Book 2008, Maine Statistical Analysis Center

Juvenile Arrests in Maine
	Number of Arrests
	Percent Change

	
	1998
	2003
	2007
	5-Year 

Change
	10-Year Change

	Murder
	1
	0
	0
	0.0%
	-100.0%

	Rape
	15
	19
	8
	-57.7%
	-46.7%

	Robbery
	35
	18
	21
	16.7%
	-40.0%

	Aggravated Assault
	117
	78
	81
	3.8%
	-30.8%

	Violent Offenses
	168
	115
	110
	-4.3%
	-30.8%

	Burglary
	857
	459
	391
	-41.8%
	-54.4%

	Larceny-Theft
	2,966
	2,071
	1,484
	-28.3%
	-50.0%

	Motor Vehicle Theft
	217
	144
	86
	-40.3%
	-60.4%

	Arson
	45
	43
	30
	-30.2%
	-33.3%

	Property Offenses
	4,085
	2,717
	1,991
	-26.7%
	-51.3%

	Index Offenses
	4,253
	2,832
	2,101
	-25.8%
	-50.6%

	Liquor Law Violations
	836
	1,009
	1,107
	9.7%
	32.4%

	Drug Offenses
	689
	828
	571
	-31.0%
	-17.1%

	Other Assaults
	1,222
	1,107
	844
	23.8%
	30.9%

	Driving Under the Influence
	157
	162
	118
	-27.2%
	-24.8%

	Drunkenness
	20
	19
	8
	-57.9%
	-60.0%

	Embezzlement
	0
	2
	6
	200%
	600%

	Sex Offenses
	53
	44
	64
	45.5%
	20.8%

	Stolen Property
	137
	70
	40
	-42.9%
	-70.8%

	Curfew and Loitering
	212
	106
	57
	-46.2%
	-73.1%

	Runaway
	466
	195
	104
	-46.7%
	-77.7%

	All Offenses
	11,725
	9,307
	7,092
	-23.8%
	-39.5%


Source: Maine Department of Public Safety
	
	Total Number of Juvenile Female Arrests
	Total Number of Juvenile Male 

Arrests
	Total Number of Arrests

(excluding Embezzlement)
	Percent of Juvenile Arrests Female
	Percent of Juvenile Arrests 

Male

	1998
	3,102
	8,623
	11,725
	26.5%
	73.5%

	1999
	2,843
	7,936
	10,779
	26.4%
	73.6%

	2000
	2,749
	7,241
	9,990
	27.5%
	72.5%

	2001
	2,758
	7,193
	9,951
	27.7%
	72.3%

	2002
	2,511
	6,776
	9,287
	27.0%
	73.0%

	2003
	2,572
	6,735
	9,307
	27.6%
	72.4%

	2004
	2,552
	5,987
	8,539
	29.9%
	70.1%

	2005
	2,258
	5,482
	7,740
	29.2%
	70.8%

	2006
	2,127
	5,640
	7,767
	27.4%
	72.6%

	2007
	1,984
	5,108
	7,092
	28.0%
	72.0%


Source: Crime & Justice Data Book 2008, Maine Statistical Analysis Center
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